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Throughout his life, Dr. Martin Luther King, 
Jr., tried to serve humanity; and in so doing, 
he met an untimely death on April 4, 1968. 
Like a felled tree, he was cut down in his prime. 
But while we deeply grieve his tragic death, we 
look forward to the things that this peaceful 
man tried to accomplish. We must not turn 
back, but continue to strive for those ideals for 
which he gave his life . Let it be said that even 
in death, as in life, he tried to serve humanity. 
We quote here words from Dr. King's last 
book. We feel that with these words Dr. King 
left a legacy to the legal profession: 
*The majority of white Americans consider 
themls'elves sincerely committed to justice 
for the Negro . They believe that American 
society is essentially hospitable to fair play 
and to steady growth toward a middle-class 
Utopia embodying racial harmony. But un-
fortunately this is a fantasy of self-decep-
tion and comfortable vanity. Overwhelm-
ingly America is still struggling with ir-
resolution and contradictions. It has been 
sincere and even ardent in welcoming some 
change. But too quickly apathy and dis-
interest rise to the surface when the next 
logical steps are to be taken. Laws are 
passed in a crisis mood after a Birmingham 
or a Selma, but no substantial fervor sur-
vives the formal signing of legislation. The 
recording of the law in itself is treated as 
the reality of the reform. 
With these words in mind, let us hope that 
the legal profession will strive for and accom-
plish the ideals for which we, as professionals, 
stand and for which Dr. King gave his life. 
* M. L. King, Jr., Where Do We Go from Here: 
Chaos or Community? (1967) 
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Work-Study Report: 
SUIllIller 1967 
T he summer of 1967 witnessed an experiment 
unique in the history of Boston College law 
School. Thirty-six students were employed by the 
School as part of a University-wide summer work-
study program. These students were put to work early 
in June as legal interns with various law firms and 
private and governmental agencies in the Boston 
area. Generally, the interns dealt with legal problems 
in the urban or poverty law area, but their duties and 
responsibilities varied widely depending upon the 
nature of the organization with which each became 
associa ted. 
The establishment of the Boston College legal 
Intern Program was the result of the combined efforts 
of Professor Arthur 1. Berney, of the law School fac-
ulty, and the Commission on law and Social Action 
(C1.S.A.), the legal arm of the American Jewish 
Congress. Feeling that lawyers and the law should 
play significant roles in the solution of current social 
problems, Professor Berney decided that prospective 
lawyers should be exposed to the problems confront-
ing the urban poor and become acquainted with the 
emerging law in this critical area. Because the exist-
ing law school curriculum did not adequately cover 
the problem area, a summer work-study project was 
selected as the best method of introducing and involv-
ing students in this field. 
In addition to exposing students to the problems of 
the poor and providing an opportunity for them to 
study the emerging law, it was anticipated that the 
program would fulfill a need unmet by the case 
method. This need was to somehow retain the stimu-
lation, fascination and inspiration with which stu-
dents first approach the study of law, and which seems 
to fade in the second and third years. It was hoped 
that involvement in the Intern Program would re-
generate enthusiasm. Finally, the summer project 
would give valuable practical experience. 
Funding for the project was obtained through a 
work-study grant from the United States Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare. HEW Funds 
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were used to cover the intern's weekly salaries, while a 
Ford Foundation Grant covered administrative ex-
penses. 
Administration of the program was handled by 
C1.S.A. This organization was chosen because of its 
involvement and familiarity with social problems con-
fronting the poor, and because its attorney members 
had contacts with the social action agencies and gov-
ernmental organizations operating in the area. 
Cl.s.A. divided the proposed work-study programs 
into five categories: (1) Civil liberties, (2) Con-
sumer Protection, (3) Discrimination, (4) Housing 
and (5) Welfare. Goals in each category were estab-
lished. Examples of those goals were drafting needed 
legislation, assisting in preparation of cases involving 
individuals in the poorer areas of Boston, conducting 
factual investigations and aiding in administering 
rent withholding laws. 
After the goals had been formulated, workshops 
were held, one for each category, at which students 
werei;iven an overview of the problem, the applicable 
law, a description of the organizations working in the 
area and the proposed utilization of the interns. The 
next planned step was assignment to attorneys, social 
action and governmental agencies, and legislative 
commissions. A few of the groups requesting and re-
ceiving assignments of interns included: American 
Jewish Congress; Massachusetts Attorney General's 
Office; American Friends Service Committee; Massa-
chusetts Commission Against Discrimination; Fair 
Housing, Inc.; legislative Commissions on Sanitary 
Code Enforcement, and on a Uniform Building Code; 
Massachusetts Commission on Church and Race; 
N.A.A.CP.; and Massachusetts Consumer's Council. 
As the program progressed through the summer, 
it closely followed the guidelines developed under the 
five categories. Weekly progress reports were sent to 
the school by the interns, and as each project was 
completed new assignments were made. Supervisory 
control was maintained by Cl.s.A. through weekly 
(Continued on page 36) 
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Cultivating The Arts 
of Advocacy 
By Honorable Tom C. Clark * 
During the last week-end of November 1967, a 
distinguished Committee on Advocacy met in 
Washington under the Chairmanship of United States 
District Judge William B. Jones. The consensus of the 
group was that the trial bar in large urban centers had 
deteriorated in efficiency and prestige over the past 
generation and was generally inadequate. One of the 
members estimated that in possibly 85% or more of 
the civil and criminal trials the cases were not com-
"Retired Associate Justice, Supreme Court of the United 
States. 
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petently handled by the lawyers. He attributed this to 
a "want of professional education." It was pointed out 
that the law schools in general did not place sufficient 
emphasis upon trial practice and in fact gave the 
student very little practical training of any kind. 
Better ways of training the law student in the art of 
trial practice were discussed and resulted in a sug-
gestion that the third year of law school be devoted 
in part to some type of trial work internship. While 
the Committee was not too optimistic over the pros-
pect of solving the problem it was believed that it 
SUI JURIS 
could make some headway in educating the law stu-
dent, the law professor, the lawyer and the Judge on 
the importance of the situation to the end that they 
might make long term plans to raise the stature of 
the trial lawyer. As one member expressed it: "If the 
trial bar continues to weaken, the bench will be much 
less effective, defendants will be less ably represented 
and the public will have a professionally less effective 
court system." As I see it, the truth of the matter could 
not be expressed more candidly. 
For many years I have noticed that advocacy even 
at the Supreme Court level has deteriorated. While 
the Court hears less than 7 % of the cases filed there, 
I dare say that perhaps half of those are not effectively 
presented. This is particularly true in criminal cases 
coming from state courts. In the beginning - being 
an old prosecutor myself - I thought the cause lay 
in the fact that prosecutors were too busy getting con-
victions to give much time to appeals; and that 
defense lawyers at the trial level seldom handled the 
case on appeal. But after a few more years of ex-
perience on the Court I concluded that it was because 
of a lack of professional education. No courses were 
offered in the law school that prepared the student for 
trial work. 
This is not to condemn the law schools. They never 
considered it their function to prepare the student for 
trial work. Their curriculum was full teaching of the 
basic principles. Later lawyers began to specialize and 
in order'to meet this phenomenon the law schools 
began offering special courses in tax, antitrust, labor 
and other specialties. The criminal law was always 
neglected. Back in 1920 my course in criminal law 
was for one term, a period of some 30 hours in the 
classroom. Almost a decade ago Mr. Justice Brennan 
and myself began speaking up about the "degrading" 
of the criminal law and since that time more em-
phasis has been placed upon it. But even now few law 
schools offer more than a one-semester required course 
in the subject. 
In my view the law school is the place to begin 
the training of trial lawyers. We have been making 
some progress in the short semester courses some of 
the bar associations have been offering lawyers but 
they will never succeed. The lawyers are too "set in 
their ways" to change from office technicians to trial 
advocates. The truth about it is that most of the office 
lawyers have no desire to appear in court. Some are 
even afraid to take on a contested case. Then, too, the 
dockets are choked with personal injury cases and 
they are closely held, even to a large extent, on the 
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plaintiff's side. Defense lawyers are paid on a per diem 
basis and plaintiffs largely cover the fee on a con-
tingent arrangement. Neither has much attraction. 
The civil law practitioner studiously avoids the crim-
inallaw field. He feels it is degrading. Some say this 
springs from lack of law school training while others 
attribute it to the protection of civil business. After 
all, the public has a habit of pruinting the criminal 
lawyer with the same brush that it uses on the crim-
inal himself! 
We need not hesitate longer in laboring the point; 
the law school is where the foundation for the build-
ing of a strong trial bar should be laid. As Mr. Justice 
Harlan said at the New York University Law School 
in September 1962 : 
"I can think of no more worthwhile service 
that this Law School could undertake than to 
establish a special school for the training of 
trial and appellate lawyers. By this I mean 
something much beyond moot courts or spot 
courses or lectures in procedure or in trial or 
appellate practice, already included, I believe, 
in this School's curriculum I have in mind an 
integrated program in all aspects of the art of 
advocacy .. . . So far as I know there is presently 
no such school in the United States." 
And as Mr. Justice Brennan told the Harvard Legal 
Aid Bureau in February 1963, the "one thing that 
s-rands Out in my mind about the legal aid experience 
is the proximity it has to real, live clients . .. . The 
vital thing about this confrontation is that it compels 
the student to come up with an answer which a non-
lawyer can understand and act upon .... Might it riot 
be possible to expose a larger percentage of the stu-
dent body, at some time during the three years of 
law school, to this .. . " The answer is, certainly it 
can be done and so easily! 
(1) Since Gideon v. Wainwright a number of 
institutions have responded to the challenge of giving 
substance to the right to counsel. One of the first was 
the Roxbury Defenders Program at Boston University 
which was later supplemented by the Students Prose-
cutors Project. Chicago has its Federal Defender Pro-
gram, now in its third year. Chief Justice Earl War-
ren has called it the "most excit:ing plan of its kind 
in the United States." San Francisco has for several 
years had its Indigent Defense Program initiated by 
Chief Judge George B. Harris at the University of 
San Francisco. Houston has its Bar Association Plan 
which handles both civil and criminal cases for the 
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indigents. The District of Columbia has long had its 
Prettyman Scholars at Georgetown University. Phila-
delphia ,has had a Defender Association for three 
years which initiated the Model Defender Project in 
conjunction with Community Legal Services, Inc. (an 
O.E.O. grant) and the Law School at the University 
of Pennsylvania. And, San Diego has a comprehensive 
program organized by Chief Judge James Carter while 
a United States District Judge. (He is now serving on 
the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit.) There are other programs over the country 
but these are the significant ones. 
(2) The coverage of the vaJ1ious projects vary; 
some service only indigent defendants on the crim-
inal side of the docket; some are limited to the federal 
courts, and others are concerned largely with counsell-
ing under O.E.O. grants in community law offices. 
However, the relevancy of each of the aims and ob-
jectives of the Law Enforcement Assistance Act is 
obvious. The effective administration of justice re-
quires that both sides of every case, criminal and civil, 
be afforded the services of competent counsel. In this 
regard the efforts of the Bar and the law schools must 
be found deficient in the criminal area until they ex-
tend their operations to the problems of the prosecu-
tion. Northwestern University has a course of train-
ing for prosecutors, but it appears to be the only 
school in the country affording such services. What 
is needed is the development of programs which will 
stimulate students as well as recent graduates to un-
dertake representation on both sides of the civil as 
well as the criminal docket so that they will be trained 
in techniques of the prosecutor and the defender -
skilled in the arts of the so-called "plaintiff's lawyer" 
as well as the "defense lawyer." It is believed that this 
would soon activate legislatures to the deficiencies of 
the present system and bring about improvements. 
On the criminal side it not only will improve the 
c!liminal process by making an immediate contribu-
tion to a more effective prosecution of offenses but 
will also afford effective defense to indigents. Most 
important of all, it will awaken an interest in criminal 
law that will upgrade it in the eyes of the public. 
(3) The ideal plan for a law school program 
would be a combinat,ion of the ones above mentioned. 
First: A rule of court similar to that in Massachu-
setts (or a statute where necessary) permitting stu-
dents in their final year in law school or graduates in 
law not yet licensed to practice, with the written ap-
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proval of the Dean, to appear without compensation 
on beha.1f of the state or an indigent defendant in 
c!liminal cases, provided the case is under the general 
supervision of a regular prosecutor or a member of 
the bar assigned by the court or employed by an ap-
proved legal aid society, public defender or defender 
committee. "General supervision" should, of course, 
require the personal attendance in court of the super-
vising officer or assigned counsel. 
Second: The central feature of the student advo-
cate plan is a clinical program involving the prose-
cution and defense of c!liminal cases in the F=0urts of 
general jurisdiction. Those approved on the prosecut-
ing side would be under the general supervision of 
the professor of criminal law and the direct control 
of the local district or county attorney's office; those 
on the defense side would be under the general super-
vision of the professor of criminal law and the direct 
control of appointed counsel in the particular case. 
Preliminary lectures on court practice and trial tactics 
would be given by the respective supervisors or se-
lected members of the Bar. This would be a four weeks 
course. On the next phase, the local district or county 
attorney would appoint the selected student as a 
special assistant prosecutor. Under the supervision of 
the district or county attorney or a regular assistant 
the student would handle such cases as are assigned 
to him and appear in court as the prosecutor along 
with his supervisor, as a team. On appeal, the same 
student, or in case of his graduation in the interim 
another student, would handle the case under the same 
supervision. On the defense side the student would be 
assigned to the public defender or the appointed 
counsel for the indigent and would perform the same 
funarions as outlined above. At some time during the 
course the student should be afforded experience in 
both prosecution as well as defense. In civil cases the 
student would be assigned to a community law office 
under like supervision. Those offices are usually set 
up by bar associations under O.E.O. grants. The num-
ber of cases assigned during the semester to a student 
would be a manter of local determination. Indeed, I 
have given you only a general oudine and, of course, 
it must be filled in to fit local conditions and require-
ments. 
Third: An advanced course covering civil and 
criminal problems arising under the First, Fourth, 
Fifth and Sixth Amendments should be reql!ired of 
all students participating in the advocacy program. 
This course would carry appropriate credit not only 
for it but also for the lecture and clinical courses, as a 
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package, that the student has already completed. 
Fourth: A separate research program carrying ap-
propri3Jte credit 'should also be organized. This group 
would handle research problems for small law firms. 
For example, Boston College could service small firms 
in all of the New England ~tates . Maine is the only 
"upstate" area having a law school and hence a fertile 
field lies among the smaller firms in these several 
states. A small charge - say a minimum of $50 -
could be exacted for the research and preparation of a 
brief at trial or on appeal. This would relieve the small 
firm of this drudgery and also give the student valu-
able experience and wonderful contaots in the prac-
tice, along with some remuneration. This program has 
been very successful in other areas, i.e.} Mississippi. 
Fifth: in rural areas of small population these sug-
gestions would not be applicable. For example, a law 
school such as Cornell is in an area that might not 
have sufficient criminal or civil cases to develop an 
expansive program. However, it could utilize com-
munity law office opportunities and aLso service small 
law firms in briefing. In addition, local courts could be 
furnished law clerks pro bono publico; and district 
or county attorneys or public defenders afforded trial 
assistance as well as research and appellate briefing. 
Moreover, traffic courts and other magistrate courts 
are a fertile field for student experience. While the 
Supreme Court has not yet extended Gideon to mis-
demeanors it is reasonable to say that it will do so 
some day - and, perhaps, not too far in the future. 
FinaLly, Legal Assistance Offices might be staffed un-
der O.E.O. or legal aid bureaus organized. This, to-
gether with a lecture series by distinguished trial 
counsel accompanied by summer recess internships 
in metropolitan areas, would be most helpful. 
To those law schools which conduct such programs 
I extend my hearty congratulations. And to the stu-
dent.s participating I give a full Texas salute. Let the 
guiding light of each of them be: 
"Let me but be the .lawyer to the poor; 
To defend the defenseless, befriend the friendless, 
Redeem the outcast and through my plea 
Bring protection to those without a protector; 
and 
Give me strength and understanding that my 
service may be good; 
My counsel true; 
And my advocacy fair. 
And may my reward be 
That good report of my fello)" man 
And the blessing of my God." 
APRIL, 1968 
Supreme Court Justice 
White to Address Law Day 
Dinner on May 1 
O n Wednesday evening, May 1st, the members of 
the Boston College Law School Alumni Asso-
ciation will come together to commemorate Law Day 
U.S.A. with its annual dinner. The dinner will be 
held in the exquisite dining room of the Sheraton 
Plaza Hotel in Boston. This event has traditionally 
been the highlight of the alumni year. 
This year the Alumni Association is extremely for-
tunate in having the Hon. Mr. Justice Byron White 
of the United States Supreme Court as its principal 
speaker. The event is also expected to attract many 
prominent jurists and federal and state officials. 
Two recent achievements to be honored at this gala 
affair are: The appointment of Henry Leen, Class of 
1932 and Chairman of the Board of Regents of Bos-
ton College, to the Massachusetts Superior Court, and 
the winning of the National Moot Court Champion-
ship by members of the Law School. 
The purchase of a single Law Day ticket - which 
remains at the customary price of $10 - will entitle 
those attending the event to an excellent meal, pleas-
(Continued on page 16) 
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Pictured above with Dean Larkin is the Boston 
College National Moot Court Team: I. to r.; Walter F. 
Kelly, Michael T. Kenney, Associate Dean Francis J. 
Larkin and Martin R. Michaelson. 
"The Road To The National 
Championship~~ 
Francis J. Larkin is the Associate Dean and Pro-
fessor of Law at the Boston College Law School. Dean 
Larkin is a graduate of Georgetown University Law 
Center where he received both the Bachelor and 
Master of Laws Degrees. Upon graduation from 
Georgetown in 1957, Mr. Larkin was appointed to 
the faculty at the Law Center. Prior to assuming his 
present duties at Boston College, Dean Larkin was 
Secretary to Federal Judge John P. Hartigan on the 
United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the First 
Circuit. 
T he clock above the Judge's Bench in the vast and venerable "Meeting Hall" of the Bar Asso-
8 
By Francis J. Larkin 
ClatiOn of the City of New York read 10:45 P.M. 
Suddenly, with imperious crispness, the clerk gave the 
mandate for "all to rise." As one, the large gathering 
was on its feet as the Judges returned from what 
seemed like an eternity of deliberations with their 
decision as to the winner of the national champion-
ship of the Eighteenth Annual National Moot Court 
Competition. One by one, led by Mr. Justice Potter 
Stewart, the jurists filed down the side aisle - eyes 
straight ahead, lest a furtive glance might in some 
subliminal fashion, prematurely declare the long-
awaited result. One by one they mounted the Bench. 
The hands of the clock had now walked ahead and 
(Continued on page 11) 
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On Tuesday March 12, 1968 awards were pre-
sented to the Boston College Law School National 
Moot Court Team. From I. to r.: Chief Justice Tauro 
of the Massachusetts Superior Cottrt; Walter F. Kel-
ley; Chief Justice Wilkins of the Massachusetts Su-
preme Judicial Court; Martin R. Michaelson; Chief 
Justice Nash of the Massachusetts District Court; 
Looking 
A t the invitation of Sui Juris, I freely but apolo-
getically propose to describe the path by which 
this year's National Moot Court team won the com-
petition. The apology is extended to those who would 
view the description as an exercise in heroic preten-
sion. Heroism could not be the theme, even were it 
desired: our flaws were pathetic, not tragic; instead 
of catharsis we evoked only gastric turbulence before 
argument. The virtue which did emerge from our 
participation attaches to others. If any factor dis-
tinguished the team, it was the generosity of our 
classmates and teachers, of alumni and friends of the 
law school who heard and criticised our argument 
at the various stages of its preparation. 
The return of Walter Kelly and Mike Kenney from 
their summer haunts and the arrival in late August 
of the Record of the Competition signalled the be-
ginning of our involvement with the case of Redd, 
Black v Stock and Nob. We were goaded to work 
APRIL, 1968 
and Michael T. Kenney. The awards presented from 
t. to r. are: the John C. Knox Award, first prize in the 
National Moot Court Competition; the American 
College of Trial Lawye1's Award for best oral pre-
sentation by a team; and lastly the John W. Davis 
Award to Martin R. Michaelson for the best individ-
ual presentation. 
Backward 
By Martin R. Michaelson 
both by our own competitive instincts and by Dean 
Larkin's rally, "This year, we're going all the way," 
repeated often and with religious fervor. We spent 
the first few weeks almost exclusively in the company 
of the Record. It was read, re-read, dissected and 
analyzed. Our several copies become dog-eared and 
flaccid to the point of near-collapse. As the issues 
crystallized, it became clear that several questions 
were in primary dispute: What were the limits of an 
accountant's liability under SEC anti-fraud Rule 
lOb- 5? What were the consequences of related class 
actions tried independently in two federal district 
courts? Were there any circumstances in which a testi-
monial privilege statute could be a substantive defense 
to a cause of action in fraud? Did Ultramares and its 
progeny remain sound law? 
Mike undertook an examination of the class action 
questions, Walter explored common law remedies and 
I entered the thickets of the securities legislation. For 
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several months, we were often to be found wander-
ing dazed in the library stacks. 
The rules of the Competition blessed us with a 
choice of dients on the brief, although oral argument 
side was drawn by lot. We early made the decision 
to write our brief in support of plaintiffs, purchas-
ers of securities allegedly defrauded by defendant-
accountants' nonfeasance. We believed the plaintiffs' 
cause represented the "wave of the future," extending 
liability to new and perhaps exotic limits, and we 
urged a most liberal construction of the Federal class 
action rule to that end. The traditional law seemed 
to us to present nice, but unfulfilling distinctions and 
limitations. The brief's 7000 word length limit im-
posed an immediate problem, and our work was from 
the earliest stages as much one of synthesis as of 
analysis. About OctOber 1st, two distinct and irrecon-
cilable theories of the case emerged. Because the 
Record, although culminating in an appeal to the 
Supreme Court, did not include certified issues, more 
or less arbitrary resolution of certain ambiguities in 
the facts necessarily preceded the writing of the brief. 
We wrote the brief in about seven drafts. The 
scrutiny of our attention tOward the end reached an 
almost obsessive level. At one point, we discovered 
ourselves seriously debating the propriety of the word 
"significant" versus "important." It was at this junc-
ture that we convened one morning at 8 a.m., wrote 
until 5 a.m., adjourned for sleep, and reconvened at 
7: 30 a.m. The night janitOr at the law school became 
our constant friend and literary advisor. 
Five weeks prior to the regional rounds, we began 
to practice oral argument, usually three evenings a 
week. We argued before approximately twenty-five 
panels of "judges," usually attOrneys in local practice, 
who offered general criticism as to form and content. 
We attempted to strike a balance between abstraction 
and concreteness, between law and fact. Order of 
argument and priorities of cogency were set. The 
process, though instructive, was not a tOtally happy 
one. We perhaps tended psychologically to resent 
criticism, while simultaneously deserving it. 
The day of the pilgrimage to New Haven for the 
New England regional rounds arrived. Very fortu-
nately, we were allowed to present plaintiffs' case, 
which we favored, in both arguments. Both the B.U 
and Suffolk Law School teams, against whom we 
argued, were able and gentlemenly competitors. Our 
success in New Haven was therefore particularly 
fortunate. 
Twenty of the one-hundred three teams which had 
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entered the competltlon were represented in the 
direct-elimination Final Rounds held in New York 
City. We opposed teams from the University of 
Georgia, Cornell, Nebraska, NY.U and Dickinson 
Law Schools in that order. Each was impressive, each 
gentlemenly, and each desired to win as much as we 
did. Our fate was often in doubt, and on at least one 
occasion, in the quarter final round against the Uni-
versity of Nebraska Law School, our brief score, 
weighted one third of the tOtal points, carried us to 
a close victOry. 
The final round bench consisted of Judges Botein, 
Weinfeld and Fuld, SEC Commissioner Manuel 
Cohen, Professor Alan Polausky of the University of 
Michigan Law School, Russell Niles, President of the 
New York City Bar Association and, presiding, Mr. 
Justice Potter Stewart. Ironically, however, the high 
point for me was not the actual winning of the com-
petition. Rather, it was the feeling of confidence, 
elation and relief I had when Walter Kelly began to 
argue for the last time. 
I have taken this opportunity to beat a drum al-
ready tOo well beaten not to preach a moral or 
instructive lesson, for there is none. The exhortation, 
if any, is to participation in the fun of the thing. And 
the gratification, it nuns out, is in the friendship of 
teammates and the generosity of friends. 
On March 3, 1968 the Dag Hammarskjold Socitey 
of International Law presented the Wellesley College 
Madrigal Singers at a Friday afternoon Sherry Hour. 
SUI JURIS 
National Championship 
(Continued from page 8) 
it was 10:47 P.M. as Justice Stewart leaned forward, 
and with a merciful directness which excluded ritu-
alistic amenities - stated that the "Winner of the 
1967 National Moot Court Competition -" and then 
a pause' - "is" - and a further pause - "the team 
representing the BostOn College Law School." With 
those words, the first moot court national champion-
ship came to Boston College. As I looked forward and 
exchanged glances with the members of the team -
Walter Kelly, Martin Michaelson and Michael Ken-
ney - and, then, across the room met the proud eyes 
of Dean Drinan - a flood of memories and emo-
tions cascaded in upon me - memories not only of 
this year's magnificent team which had performed 
superbly under pressure and who would soon be re-
ceiving the plaudits of the large crowd assembled in 
the courtroom - but of other years and other teams 
- the members of which - in ways that even they 
may now be unaware of - contributed to the fash-
ioning of our first national championship. 
For me, the road to the first national championship 
began some four years ago. A few months after 
coming to BostOn College, the school suffered the 
tragic and untimely loss of Wendell Grimes. Wen-
dell Grimes - for whom the second year moot 
court competition is named - had coached the Bos-
tOn College national team for many years. He was a 
beloved figure who tried to hide a deep personal 
concern for the students behind a gruff facade which 
never really fooled anyone. Countless law students 
who had him in class insisted that they learned more 
about life and living in his class than they had any 
right to expect. Gerald Tishler, a member of one of 
my first teams, paid Wendell the supreme compliment 
by telling me on one occasion that it was after his 
first day of classroom exposure to Wendell that "he 
knew - for the first time - that he really wanted 
to be a Jawyer." In 50 minutes the nagging doubts 
about the wisdom of his vocational choice were dis-
sipated and dispelled. Such was the impact of Wen-
dell's personality. With his death in 1963 at the age 
of forty-six, something went out of Boston College 
Law School which can never be replaced. 
Shortly after Wendell's death, Father Drinan asked 
me if I would assume responsibility for the moot 
court team the following year. I readily accepted. My 
interest in moot court competition had been whetted 
during student days at GeorgetOwn Law Center. At 
that time moot court was "the" student activity at 
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the Law Center. GeorgetOwn teams had achieved a 
phenomenal record in the National Competition and, 
at the time that I entered the school in September 
of 1954, had won the national championship three 
times and twice been runner up. This record had been 
compiled in the ten years of the existence of the com-
petition. In 1955, as a second year student I was 
selected to represent the school and our team was 
fortunate enough to add a fourth national champion-
ship to the foregoing record. In the intervening years, 
I retained a live advocational interest in moot court 
activities and, consequently, welcomed the opportun-
ity to serve as moderatOr of the B. C. team. 
In the Fall of 1964 we began preparation for the 
national competition. Under the procedure which then 
prevailed at the law school, the members of the 
winning team in the second year competition autO-
matically qualified for a place on the national team. 
Charles Bergin and Philip Beauchesne had won the 
then "BostOnia Competition" and would thus be on 
the team. George Ford, who had performed con-
spicuously well in the second year competition, was 
added to the team and work went forward on the 
brief. No team ever worked harder. The members 
seemed conscious of the fact that this was my first 
team and this fact seemed to serve as a stimulus to 
uncommon effort. To this day, I have vivid memories 
of passing the moot courtroom - on the way to and 
from my office - and seeing George Ford - at the 
podium - all alone - going over his materials and 
arguing with great conviction to the vacant judges' 
chairs. No one could have asked more of the team and 
there was a distinct sense of adventure and antici-
pation as the opening rounds of the competition 
approached. The regional competition - then spon-
sored by the Boston Bar Association - was held in 
the United States Court House. On the opening night 
of the competition, Boston College defeated Boston 
University. On the following night, in the regional 
finals against Yale Law School, George Ford and 
Charles Bergin put on a truly magnificent exhibition 
of effective appellate advocacy. When the bench re-
tired for decision all of the Boston College supporters 
in the courtroom were supremely confident that our 
team would be representing New England in the 
National Finals. Effusion reigned. However, the joy 
was short-lived. When the Bench returned, it was 
announced that Yale was the victOr. An audible gasp 
of surprise swept the courtroom. The Chief Judge 
went on to announce that all of the judges who had 
heard the oral argument gave "a wide margin of vic-
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tory" to Boston College. Somewhat plaintively -
or so it seemed - he continued that after they had 
rendered their decision - the host committee added 
in the brief score which had been judged independ-
ently and when the two scores were totalled -
Yale emerged the ultimate victor by four tenths of 
one point (with six judges voting) . It was a moment 
of sheer heartbreak for the team and myself. From the 
beginning - and though it was never discussed -
we all felt that the team had the potential to go a 
long way in the national championship round. This 
had been the silent goal and, in retrospect, this ex-
pectation was not totally without support. The follow-
ing June Charles Bergin went on to compile the 
highest mark in the Massachusetts Bar examination. 
Going to Washington, he had a distinguished career 
with the Department of Justice, handling some of 
their most significant cases, and now is a trial lawyer 
in Springfield, Mass. George Ford had been selected 
the Outstanding Student Advocate in New England 
in the regional finals. Indeed, he made such a pro-
found impression on the representative of American 
College of Trial Lawyers - a distinguished Boston 
trial lawyer who was on hand to present the trophy 
- that he hired George for his firm on the spot. 
George Ford is now a highly-regarded trial lawyer in 
Boston. Together they formed a great combination 
and because they were my first team, will always have 
a special place in my memory and affections. 
In 1965 we started again. This year the tean, was 
composed of Gerald Tishler, a graduate of the Uni-
versity of Michigan, who had been selected the Out-
standing Speaker in the Grimes Competition the 
preceeding year, John Bagileo, who had been an out-
standing debater during his undergraduate days at 
Georgetown University and Mark Cohen who also 
had performed remarkably well in the Grimes Com-
petition. The Regional Competition was held in New 
Haven at Yale University and the Boston College 
Team emerged as the Regional Champions. Gerry 
Tishler was selected the Outstanding Speaker in the 
Regionals. We returned to the school and prepared 
for our first trip to the Nationals, again, with keen 
anticipation. 
The Finals of the National Competition sponsored 
by the Bar Association of the City of New York and 
held at the "House" of the Bar on 44th Street in 
New York is an exciting and demanding experience. 
Twenty teams representing the law schools which 
have emerged as the regional winners across the 
country convene in New York City for three days of 
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argument in December shortly before Christmas. The 
House of the Association itself adds to the dignity 
of the occasion. At every corner one finds portraits, 
busts and mementos of some of the true giants of 
the legal profession. Rufus Choate and John W. Davis 
- both former presidents of the Association -
look out upon the passing lawyers with benign de-
tachment. Outstanding national jurists and the leading 
partners of Wall Street firms serve as judges and, 
always, presiding over the Final Argument is a Jus-
tice of the United States Supreme Court. All of these 
factors - plus the beauty of the City of New York 
at Christmas - make for a truly memorable event. 
In 1965 New York was a happy if not totally vic-
torious experience. Our team went to the Quarter-Final 
Round before losing a narrow victory. Gerry Tishler 
won universal plaudits for his outstanding perform-
ance and received the "Outstanding Speaker" award 
in every argument. After our loss the team stayed on 
for the Final Argument to watch the University of 
Texas win the National Championship. Justice Harlan 
of the U. S. Supreme Court presided over the Final 
Argument. Ten years previously he had sat on the 
argument in which my Georgetown team had the 
national championship and it was a pleasant occasion 
to renew acquaintanceship and recall that occasion. 
So with a quiet sense of satisfaction - if not total 
fulfillment - we returned to Boston to await another 
year. 
The 1966 moot court team seemed ill-starred from 
the outset. During the summer, one of the members of 
the team saw his home and furnishings burn to the 
ground and, for personal reasons, was constrained to 
return to his native state and finish his third year at 
another law school. At a critical stage of the brief-
writing, another member lost his father who died 
suddenly. Several sieges of illness constantly plagued 
all the members. Notwithstanding the perversity of 
fate, we approached the New England Regional finals 
with a quiet air of confidence. Bill McCormack, a 
member of the winning team in the previous Grimes 
Competition and an outstanding debater at Boston 
College teamed with George Higgins - a: former 
journalist who came to the Law School via the Provi-
dence Journal and the Stanford Graduate School of 
English. Together, they were a highly formidable com-
bination. Boston College won the opening rounds of 
the Regionals - again held back in Boston at the 
United States Courthouse. In the Finals, against Bos-
ton University, we learned to our chagrin that light-
ning could strike twice in the same place. At the oral 
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argument, Boston College gained victory by a wide 
margin. However, again, when the independently 
graded brief scores were added in and totalled, we 
found that we had been defeated - incredibly - by 
a margin of four tenths of one point. Bill McCormack 
- a truly magnificent advocate - received the 
American College of Trial Lawyers Trophy as the 
Outstanding Advocate in New England. 
However, this was small solace. Once again, four 
tenths of a point separated us from a regional cham-
pionship and a total of eight tenths of a point from 
four consecutive regional championships. 
If the 1966 team was ill-starred, fortune smiled 
fondly upon the 1967 Team from the beginning. 
Martin Michaelson, Walter Kelly and Michael Kenney 
were selected to represent Boston College. All had 
performed brilliantly in ,the Grimes Competition. 
Through the Spring and early Summer the team 
awaited the arrival of the problem from the Young 
Lawyers Committee in New York. In July, when the 
record arrived they saw the first harbinger of good 
fortune. During the preceeding months 'Walter Kelly 
had worked with Joseph Goldberg - a third year 
student - on a law review note concerning the 
emerging questions of an accountant's responsibilities 
to purchasers of stocks for balance sheet deficiencies. 
An extensive amount of research had been done for 
the article. When the envelope from the Bar Associ-
ation was opened and the record examined, to the 
team's pleasant surprise, it became evident that the 
central issue in the case involved the question of an 
accountant's responsibilities to purchasers of stocks 
for balance sheet deficiencies. In retrospect, the usable 
relevant research from the law review article was 
minimal. But in terms of a psychological boost -
coming at the very outset of the team's work - it was 
of incalculable benefit. This happy coincidence again 
gave rise to a feeling that, perhaps, 1967 was the 
year that we would go "all the way." 
In a companion piece, Marty Michaelson has re-
corded the subsequent events along the path to the 
National Championship and I will not repeat them 
here. 
Suffice it to say that this team gave of itself in every 
possible way. During the brief writing stage, one could 
find them at the school - in the bowels of the li-
brary - at any hour of the day or evening. They 
worked long and hard and together. A unique spirit 
developed together with a quiet air of independence 
and dedication. 
In {he actual arguments both in New Haven and 
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New York they responded to each new challenge 
with superior performances. It almost seemed as 
though Marry Michaelson and Walter Kelly took turns 
in giving the best oral performance at each argument. 
Indeed, in my own view the team's finest hour came 
in the semifinal round in New York against New 
York University when they were forced to shift and 
argue against their brief for the first time in the com-
petition. On this occasion, Walter Kelly was particu-
larly brilliant. In retrospect, the team achieved a 
proud record. They won the New England Regional 
Team Championship and the prize for the outstand-
ing written brief in the Region. Marty Michaelson 
was selected the Outstanding Speaker in New Eng-
land. In New York, they won the John C. Knox 
Award - symbolic of the National Championship; 
the John W. Davis Cup Award given to the law 
school presenting the best oral presentation in the 
final argument together with numerous individual 
awards. Their written brief was selected the second 
best brief in the country, narrowly missing the top 
prize. Again, Marty Michaelson was selected the Out-
standing Student Advocate in the country. 
In sum, it was an immensely satisfying season on 
many counts. We were enormously gratified by the 
manifold expressions of interest and support of the 
faculty and student body throughout the season. Both 
in New Haven and in New York the vast number of 
students and alumni who came to the arguments was 
enormously gratifying as were the countless telegrams 
of congratulation and exhortation. Finally, we owe 
a profound debt of gratitude to those who sat in on 
our dry runs in preparation for the argument. 
Earlier in this reminiscing, I alluded m the good 
"omen" deriving from the correlation of the issues 
in the moot court problem and the law review article 
which Walter Kelly had been researching. This was 
not the only "sign." In 1956, on the afternoon, follow-
ing our national championship, I, together with the 
other members of the Georgetown team attended the 
Broadway musical "Fanny." The elixir of victory -
the all-star cast - Enzio Pinza, Florence Henderson, 
Walter Slezak and William Tabbert - and the fact 
that it was my first Broadway production - all com-
bined to make it a truly memorable afternoon. To the 
best of my memory, I had never heard the lyrics from 
the show in the intervening years. This year, on the 
night before the team was to leave for New York 
and the National Finals - as I was driving to Mil-
ford following our final practice run - the announcer 
(Continued on page 16) 
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Pictured above are some of the individuals instru-
mental in making the Grimes Competition a success. 
Bottom, I. to r.: Associate Dean Francis ]. Larkin,. 
Dean R obert F. Drinan, S.].,. W illiam H. Bluth and 
James O. Druker, appellants,' Thomas E. Connolly 
and James P. Connolly, appellees. Top, l. to r.: Justice 
William V. Schaeffer,. Justice William ]. Brennan, Jr.,. 
and Justice Joseph Weintraub. Messers Bluth and 
Druker eme1·ged as the victorious advocates. 
Grimes Competition 
T he highpoint in oral advocacy at Boston College Law School was the final round of the annual 
Grimes Competition held on March 9th. The dis-
tinguished bench for the final round - Honorable 
William J. Brennan, Jr. , Associate Justice, Supreme 
Court of the United States; Honorable William V. 
Shaeffer, Chief Justice, Supreme Court of Illinois; and 
Honorable Joseph Weintraub, Chief Justice, Supreme 
Court of New Jersey - generated such an active in-
terest in this year's Competition that it was necessary 
to hold the final round in the Forum Room. The 
Forum Room, which had been arranged to serve as 
a courtroom, overflowed its capacity of 325 people. 
This Competition was instituted by the Law School 
14 
to provide each student with the opportunity to par-
ticipate in appellate court oral and written arguments. 
It is a voluntary program entered by second year 
students and administered by the Board of Student 
Advisors with the assistance of the faculty. 
The Wendell F. Grimes Competition is named in 
memory of the late Professor Grimes who, as a 
member of the faculty of the Law School and ad-
visor to Moot Court Programs, unselfishly imparted 
to all he encountered a contagious zest for the art of 
advocacy. 
Shown below are some of the pictorial highlights 
of the Final Round and the reception which f()llowed 
the argument. 
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Appellees Appellants 
Justices Arrive The Argument 
After reaching their decision, the Justices return. A note of thanks and congratulations by Dean Larkin. 
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Justices congratulate winners Bluth and Druker. 
Deans thank Justices 
National Champ ionship 
( Continued from page 13) 
stated that for the next hour, he would present the 
entire score of the 1956 Broadway musical "Fanny." 
In N ew York on the morning of the final day of 
the argument, I stopped in to a music store which was 
advertising the "K.L.H." stereo set. Since I was con-
templating the purchase of this particular brand for 
Christmas, I went into the store to hear the set dem-
onstrated and to pass a few minutes in non moot 
court contemplation. The salesman directed me to a 
16 
TAM O'SHANTER ROOM 
1648 Beacon Street 
Brookline 
George Mellen, Manager 
liThe Other Student Baril 
Justice Schaeffer confers with Appellees 
Connolly and Connolly. 
Finis 
chair - put on the "demonstration" record which 
he was then using and, as the music came forth from 
the speaker a quiet smile must have illuminated from 
my face, as I heard the familiar voice of Enzio Pinza 
singing the title song from the original cast album of 
"Fanny." At that point I was sure that we would be 
bringing the National Championship trophy back to 
Brighton. 
Law Day Dinner 
(Continued from page 7 ) 
ing company and the opportunity to hear prominent 
speakers on topical subjects. The event has generated 
great enthusiasm and a capacity crowd is anticipated. 
T ickets are available for the event from members of 
the committee or from Mrs. Connelly at the Law 
School. 
FOR SALE: One $100 smile that comes with a 1-Y 
classification. Owner graduating, must sell. See 
John Lemega anytime. 
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1967 
ANNUAL SURVEY 
of 
MASSACHUSETTS LAW 
The fourteenth volume of the ANNUAL SURVEY 
OF MASSACHUSETTS LAW once again provides the 
practicing bar with a comprehensive analysis of the 
current developments in legislation, judicial decisions 
and administrative action. Included in the 1967 
ANNUAL SURVEY are extensive discussions of: 
home rule and the Home Rule Proced-
ures Act 
right to counsel in both in-court and out-
of-court stages 
the recent Massachusetts developments 
in damages 
damages in eminent domain proceed-
ings 
amendment of parties after the statute 
of limitation has run 
In addition to the traditional chapters written by 
experts in the relevent area of law, this year's 
ANNUAL SURVEY includes student comments, inten-
sively analyzing key cases and statutes of the year. 
Compiled and edited by the Board of Editors and staff 
of the ANNUAL SURVEY at the Boston College Law 
School, the SURVEY is published by Little, Brown and 
Company. 
PRICE-$l7.50 
Inquiries may be addressed to the Law Book Depart-
ment, Little, Brown and Company, 34 Beacon Street, 
Boston, Massachusetts 02108. 
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The Relative Importance 
of 
Grades 
W inning," Red Auerbach once said, "isn't the most important thing. It's the only thing." No 
one but an overt cynic would apply the Auerbachian 
encomium to legal education. Law school grades are 
not the only thing. But they certainly stand way ahead 
of whatever is in second place. 
Why should this be so? Empirimlly speaking, blue 
books relate only vaguely to the outside world. And 
yet the outside world autributes overpowering im-
portance to them. Employers of young legal talent, 
for example, universally reserve their best positions 
and even their polite interest for the high-stand men 
(and, if the standing is especially high, women) . 
Some of the law-office ivory hunters, indeed, are hon-
est enough to dispense with the customary obeisance 
to "appearance," "poise," "maturity" and the rest of 
the so-called essentials. However much a firm may 
disclaim grades as "the sole factor" influencing its 
choice, the truth is that unkempt, nervous, young 
Number One stands a better chance of being hired by 
Wall Street/State Street than does Van Heusen Per-
sonality, bumping along at the bottom of the class. 
In fact, those many law firms who advise the Place-
ment Office that "we are interested in considering 
only the top - per cent of the class" will never even 
meet Mr. Personality. But Number One, simply be-
cause of his standing, will at least win an interview. 
Aghast at my impudent hypothetical, the Bar will 
doubtless scream that the job will not go to repulsive 
Number One either. I agree. But neither will it go to 
Personality. And, on second thought, maybe Number 
One will not be consigned to oblivion so rapidly after 
all. "He certainly doesn't look attractive right now," 
a firm may reason. "But with that record, perhaps we 
ought at least to consider taking a chance on him." 
On the other hand, the same firm, if by some incon-
ceivability it did seriously weigh the possibility of 
hiring Personality, will be likely to say: "A terribly 
nice fellow. Too bad he's done so poorly. With those 
grades, I really don't think we can take the risk." 
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By Hiller B. Zobel 
Leaving Number One, Personality, and the firm to 
thrash out their conjoined futures, let us turn briefly 
to the other large group of grade-worshippers, the 
students. 
A more kindly soul than I would insist that their 
thunderous rush to the grade board merely echoes 
the booming voice of the Outside, and that the stu-
dents are only victims of the System. With deference, 
and without acknowledging coronary flintiness, I dis-
agree. The individual student does not race for his 
grade merely to learn where he, personally, stands in 
an absolute scale of merit. He goes to see where he 
stands relative to his companions in misery. Indeed, 
as everyone knows, even at a school where for grad-
ing purposes a student trades his name for a number 
the students by widespread public decoding, almost 
a public confession, soon learn that the A-minus 
opposite 927 on the grade sheet belongs to Number 
One and the D opposite 945 to Personality. 
The vigor of this need to know about the others, 
if need it be, can bowl over the observer, particularly 
one like me, who has forgotten his own student fever. 
This fall, after finishing my bluebooks, I turned in 
the marks, but decided not to post the list. Shornly 
after I returned to my office, a member of the class 
appeared and asked for his grade, which I was per-
fectly willing to tell him. When, upon further request, 
I declined to publish the whole list, he argued the 
point briefly, and then stalked out, leaving me, I must 
confess, with the nagging feeling that I had somehow 
withheld part of his birthright, or at a minimum, 
stifled his healthy curiosity. 
I wiLl relinquish to those equipped for it the task 
of determining whether the rage to know "the whole 
curve" proceeds from curiosity (healthy or other-
wise), from the competitive spirit which our adver-
sary profession fosters, or from some other source. 
My point is that whatever the reason, this pressure 
serves no valid educational purpose. Observe: The 
student is not satisfied with knowing that he passed 
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the course; he wants to know how comfortable or 
strait was his passage; he wants to know which of his 
fellows scraped the -sides of the channel; he wants to 
know who went through without a scratch; he wants 
to know who went aground. All this, mind you, with 
respect to a voyage which he will never have to take 
again. 
What earthly good will this detailed data (even 
data limited to his own performance) do the student? 
A series of discreet, but by no means exhaustive or 
even scientific inquiries have brought me no answers 
which the nature of the question did not suggest 
anyway. First, diffractive grading seems to be import-
ant to the individual student because it tells him 
where he stands with relation to his peers. This is in 
turn particularly important because it tells him where 
he stands in the eyes of the Outside. Finally, as a 
reverent scholar under 30 asked me: If there were no 
diffractive grades, how could we pick the board of 
the Law Review? 
How indeed? If the aforegoing raisons d'etre are 
correct (as I believe they are), then a system of dif-
ferential grading, whether letters, numbers, or any 
combination of the two, is really nothing more than 
a mechanism operated by the facuJty to serve the con-
venience of (a) the rank-list-selected student honor-
ary groups and (b) the law-graduate-hiring organiza-
tions. Is that really what law schools are supposed to 
be doing? Is the immense amount of time on the part 
of the teachers and grief on the part of the students 
really worth while? I do not know. But I suggest the 
questions are sufficiently interesting, if not important, 
to be worth examining. Let us adopt the usually fruit-
ful approach of What-if-it-were-different. What 
would happen if the present grading system were 
radically altered? 
I am not at the moment recommending the total 
elimination of grades. The various admission criteria, 
including, I may as well confess, differential grades at 
the college level, are quite accurate. That is, we can 
predict with reasonable accuracy the group which will 
pass its courses. We do, nonetheless, owe the profes-
sion, which incidentally includes, but is not limited 
to, law-graduate-hirers, the weeding out of those few 
incapables. 
Do we owe anything beyond that? Does the pro-
fession have a right to ask of the law schools any more 
than that they locate young people with the initial 
aptitude for legal study; that they train these young 
people in such study; and that they certify them as 
professionaLly .competent? Other than the ease with 
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Prof. Zobel, a 1959 graduate of Harvard Law School, 
is presently a member of the Boston College Law 
School Faculty and is teaching Admiralty, Civil Pro-
cedure and Evidence. 
which a law firm can now distinguish between our 
old friends Number One and Personality, what .rool 
purpose does a rank system serve? 
The honest answer is: Nothing. That ,is not the 
same thing as saying that such a system is unnecessary. 
It is necessary. But only to the law firms. Not to the 
schools. If every law school in the country decided 
tomorrow to grade every student on the pass-fail basis, 
and to establish no rank lists, I have reasonable con-
fidence that the nation's legal system would not meJt 
away. The law firms would not shrivel from lack of 
new talent. Instead they would do what lawyers have 
always justifiably prided themselves on being able to 
do: improvise. 
For a while they might have to evaluate candidates 
on whatever non-gradient materials they thought ap-
propriate. They would have to consider, really con-
sider, Personality and others like him. Shortly, some-
one might conclude that the firms ought to sponsor 
a competitive examination, like the Law School Apti-
tude Test. Before spending a lot of money to probe 
that possibility, however, the practitioners might de-
cide to utilize an existing institution, the Bar Ex-
amination. Every state requires one as a prerequisite 
to practice. Why not grade the applicants, rank them 
from One to End, disclose to each ind-ividual his own 
standing, and let each firm give the list whatever 
weight it desires? At any rate, let us put the burden 
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of grading on the people who benefit by it, the prac-
titioners. 
I appreciate that even under 'pass-fail an instructor 
w.iU still have to grade, and that he will still have to 
make marginal distinctions. But whereas now he must, 
in effect, make a marginal distinction for every single 
blue book, under pass-fail he would need to make 
such distinction only for those few books which are 
neither clearly pass nor dearly fail. We would still 
have to distinguish indigo from v·iolet; we need no 
longer separate red from orange, orange from yellow, 
yellow from green, and so on. 
But the Law Review, someone asks, what about the 
Law Review? In these days of student power, the 
answer is easy. Let the Law Review decide for itself 
how to pick its members. I am not, like the lady in 
Iolanthe, suggesting we open this academic House of 
Lords to competitive examination. On the other hand, 
the editors may find the idea - or its variant, the 
competitive research project - attractive. That, as 
I say, is up to them. Here, as with the practitioners, 
the principle is simple. Let whoever needs a grading 
system erect one, and administer it. 
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LAW OUTLINES 
CASE DIGESTS 
NEW and USED LAW TEXTBOOKS 
HARVARD BOOK STORE 
1248 Massachusetts Avenue 
Cambridge 38, Mass. 
Open until 10 P.M. 
TR 6-9069 
Opposite Lamont Library 
LAW SCHOOL BOOKS BOUGHT 
AND SOLD AT ALL TIMES 
The staff of Sui Juris has sought student opinion on 
the form and content of the contemplated addition to 
the Law School. Although the l'esponse was somewhat 
less than overwhelming, we feel that the commmts 
submitted indicate fairly the needs of the school. 
The most frequent complaint concerned the pres-
ent inadequate libl"al"Y facilities. It is felt that the 
new wing should provide fM expanded stacks and 
work area, many mMe study carrels, sound-proof typ-
ing al'eas and an impl"oved reading 1"00m. All of these, 
of coune, al"e in addition to the necessities of cal"pet-
ing and ail' conditioning. The genel"al feeling is that 
the libl'ary can and should be made m01'e conducive 
to study. 
A need fM mOl"e seminal' 1"00ms was also expl"essed. 
This gl"owing need will become more pronounced as 
mOl'e electives are offel"ed and the individual classes 
become smallel". A seminal' 1"00m does m01'e to pro-
mote an intellectual atmosphel"e than does the Forum 
1"00m. 
Some felt that the Moot COUl"t room facilities 
should be expanded while others wanted a bal' in-
stalled (u1zdoubtedly for use only at SBA functions). 
Ping-pong tables, pool tables and a television were 
suggested for an expanded and more comfol'table 
student lounge. One perceptive student suggested 
permanent office space fM the J.D. Committee. 
The physical appearance of the building was 
thought by many to be most imp Mtant. Intel'iM de-
sign, in particular, was stressed. It is modestly pro-
posed that the wing should be modem and pleasing 
in architectural design . There should be panelling in-
stead of cinder block, carpeting instead of tile, warmth 
instead of coldness. 
The school must become a place which will attract. 
Prospective students must be favorably impressed. 
Present students should have a desil"e to remain. A 
modem, well-built wing would help to attract the in-
terest of the alumni. A school with our stature should 
not be content with just anothel" building. Whatever 
the shape or size of the structure, let us not leave 
out an essential ingredient suggested by one student. 
His one wOl"d l"eply to OUI" lettel" was "heal"t." 
Pl"ofessor Harold G. Wren has been working on the 
Uniform Probate Code, the third working draft of 
which has been circulated. He was chairman of the 
sub-committee for Article Five, "Guardianship and 
C onservator-T l"ustee." 
MI'. Wren is presently doing a study of the impact 
of Massachusetts taxation on life insurance companies. 
SUI JURIS 
A Rende~ous 
The following article does not necessarily repre-
sent the views of this magazine, but was meant only 
to give expression to the feelings and thinking of a 
first year B.C. Law student who will be affected by the 
new draft regulations. Ed. 
T he Johnson-controlled National Security Council 
abolished graduate school deferments on Friday, 
February 16, 1968. Depression was the first reaction 
of the class which suddenly came face to face with 
what it had hoped would not be the policy of the 
NSC. The second reaction (the behavioral response 
induced by the first six months of law school) was 
an immediate consideration of the alternatives avail-
able: service, jail, or expatriation. 
Service was broken down into two .categories. One 
could serve as an officer or an "enlisted" man. Many 
students began an immediate check of the Naval and 
Air Force OCS and ROTC programs. (The Army and 
the Marines are not very popular on the assumption 
that it is better to be led into battle and be shot at 
from one direction than to have to worry about both 
directions.) Most OCS classes are filled, and there 
are long waiting lists forcing one to run the risk of 
being drafted during the waiting period. With the 
introduction into the draft pool of so many highly 
educated men, competition is presently very keen 
for these positions. Most officer commitments seem 
to be for four years. 
For he who is unwilling or not able to be a bonded 
servant but gentleman for four years, the Republic 
allows the opportunity of enlisting for four years or 
being drafted for two. This form of involuntary ser-
vitude lasts for only two years in the land of the free 
but a draftee also runs the risk of a probable ticket 
to travel outside of the hemisphere to the land where 
they do the Huntley-Brinkley show live (hopefully). 
Most students are to varying degrees opposed to 
the war. Some can treat the change as bad luck and 
nothing more. Others face a very serious moral prob-
lem evaluating this absurd cancer in our society. Want-
ing so much to lock the entire administration in the 
APRIL, 1968 
By Robert F. J(umor, Jr. 
church, bar the door with the cross of its own mis-
conceptions and run off, we, like David Hemming in 
"Blow Up," pick up the tennis ball and allow the 
game to continue. We give it moral meaning. 
Some will serve until they are faced with the decis-
ion of whether or not to fight or be charged with 
disobeying an order. Like Thomas More they will not 
force the issue but will allow it to force them. Others 
will apply for CO status or refuse induction. But if 
one chooses the path of jailor court martial, he 
chooses the path that leads away from the Bar, for a 
lawyer must be a moral man, and in a Supernation at 
War, one who follows his conscience cannot be a 
"moral" man. 
For most of us the war has no meaning, no value 
and will produce no JUSt result. But at the same time 
it is taking away those few values we do have. The 
nation is losing respect for education. Obtaining the 
degree is desired, but thinking is not. Dissent is en-
couraged as long as it does not end in action. Our 
profession means little to those who set national 
policy. We can, it seems, afford to set some laws 
aside during these troubled times. And even the 
courts recoil from the strange alchemy of involving 
political questions with moral ones. And we call to 
mind the words of Cicero during the demise of an-
other Republic, "Leges silent inter arma." 
Some, not wanting to be lawyers, will not come 
back to law school. Others will return, but having 
had experiences which cannot be considered human, 
much less law-like, will never be the same. Most will 
adjust. And for these, perhaps, this war will someday 
be remembered as a bad dream. But for some -
inevitably - for some with whom we have found 
friendship within the past six months the words of 
Alan Seeger will ring true : "I have a rendezvous 
with Death, / at some disputed barricade, / when 
spring comes back with rustling shade, / and apple-
blossoms fill the air. / When spring trips North again 
this year, / and I to my pledged word am true, / I 
shall not fail that rendezvous." Some will not come 
back. 
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Pictured above is Mr. Moquin and a Vietnamese high 
school teacher as they observe a five-day work camp 
in Vietnam. 
Mr. Charles Rogovin 
Speaker's Program Continues: 
Mr. Rene Moquin Speaks On The 
V ietnamese Civilian 
Mr. Rene MoqiIin spoke to an interested Forum 
audience on March 14 about the effects of the 
war on civilians in South Vietnam. The speaker, a 
twenty-five year old American, had spent twenty 
months in the Nha Trang area, working with youths 
and refugees before returning to the United States 
for medical treatment. In early April, Mr. Moquin 
will be returning to Nha Trang, South Vietnam, to 
complete a tour of duty with the International Volun-
tary Services, a private relief agency under contract 
with the Agency for International Development. 
Mr. Moquin's informal talk was both factual and 
argumentative. While his main purpose was to 
describe the actual effects of the war as experienced 
by the civilian population, he gradually revealed to 
his listeners a deeply-held opposition to the war's 
purpose and execution as conceived and planned by 
the Johnson Administration and the South Vietna-
mese Government. Although he did not attempt to 
exhaustively mpport his every conclusion, Mr. Mo-
quin clearly disclosed a reservoir of information, care-
fully and honestly compiled while serving in Vietnam. 
In the first portion of the hour, Mr. Moquin de-
scribed what were to him the most evident and pro-
found effects of the war on the civilian population. 
He charged that: the government at every level is 
(Continued on page 27) 
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Mr. Charles Rogovin Speaks On 
Organized Crime 
Mr. Charles H. Rogovin, a 1956 graduate of Co-
lumbia Law School, came to Massachusetts in 1967 
to design and implement a program to contain organ-
ized crime in the state. Since 1966, Mr. Rogovin has 
been an Assistant Director of the President's Commis-
sion on Law Enforcement and Administration of 
Justice, responsible to the Executive Director for the 
planning and final preparation of the Commission's 
Report to the President on Organized Crime in Amer-
ica. From 1960 to 1966, Mr. Rogovin was associated 
with the District Attorney's Office, Philadelphia 
County, Pa., rising to the position of Chief Assistant 
District Attorney in 1964. Ed. 
On February 29, Mr. Charles H. Rogovin, Chief 
of the Criminal Division, Office of the Attorney 
General of Massachusetts, lectured on organized 
crime. Mr. Rogovin suggested that, contrary to pop-
ular opinion, organized crime does not engage in 
a broad spectrum of illegal activities. Rather, it picks 
and chooses its illegal enterprises much like a large 
corporation. This decision making process involves 
a balancing of the probability of deteotion and con-
viction with estimated profits. For example, organized 
crime once engaged in prostitution and the sale of 
narcotics but some time ago they consciously with-
(Continued on page 33) 
SUI JURIS 
Mr. Timilty Encourages Police 
Cadet Corps. 
On February 15 , Mr. Joseph Timilty of the Boston 
City Council spoke to the students of Boston 
College Law School on the growing concern of the 
citizens of Boston about crime on their streets and 
the overall problem of police recruiting in the city. 
The speaker premised his discussion of the Boston 
situation by reference to statements made by President 
Johnson which reflect a growing national concern 
with the problem of crime on urban streets and a 
call to local authorities for more effective action. In 
1964, the crime issue ranked low on the agendas of 
both political parties' platforms; while this year, and 
last, the President devoted a special section of his 
State of the Union Address to this problem. In his 
1967 Address to Congress, President Johnson urged 
the Governors and Mayors to determine if the neces-
sary laws are in effect, and if efficient, well-trained and 
fully supported law enforcement agencies exist. The 
President went on to assess the role of the Federal 
Government by stating that: 
The Federal Government must never assume 
the role of the nation's policemen. True, the 
Federal Government has certain law enforce-
ment responsibilities. But these are carefully 
limited to such matters as treason, espionage, 
counterfeiting, tax evasion and certain interstate 
cnmes. 
In addition to the stimulus from Washington, Mr. 
T imilty reported that, as a candidate during the 
months of September and October, he listened to 
countless people in nearly every precinct from East 
Boston to West Roxbury and from the N orth End to 
South Boston express fear - fear for their own per-
sonal safety on the streets at night and fear for the 
protection of their homes and businesses both day 
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80 SUMMER STRE ET 
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Publishers of 
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and night. Mr. Timilty also noted that : 
In my first six weeks in office, the preponder-
ance of my mail is concerned with individual 
histories of how flagrant crime has personally 
affected them - purse snatchings, housebreaks 
in broad daylight, muggings and car thefts. We 
are now witnessing an era of unorganized law-
lessness on the streets of Boston, and to say that 
the people of this City are concerned is a vast 
understatement. 
As an example of this new consciousness, Mr. Tim-
ilty pointed to the attitude displayed by a group of 
West Roxbury residents during a recent City Council 
hearing. It seems that in 1964, at the suggestion of 
the Quinn-Tamm Report, the police station in West 
Roxbury was eliminated and the district consolidated 
with Hyde Park. Since the insufficiently staffed Hyde 
Park station had now proven itself inadequate to pro-
vide the required protection for approximately one-
third of Boston's population, the Council was consid-
ering a proposal to build a new police station in 
W est Roxbury. At the hearing, a near capacity crowd 
of West Roxbury residents listened intently as some 
twenty-five proponents voiced their overwhelming ap-
proval of a new facility. The Councilor expressed the 
opinion that not one of the five or six hundred people 
present that night, nor any member of the City 
Council, nor the Mayor honestly believed that the 
presence of a station house would act as a one hun-
dred percent deterrent, but all felt it was a step in 
the direction as outlined by the President's State 
of the Union message. 
On the Boston police recruiting problem, Mr Tim-
ilty noted that in 1947, 3000 applicants took the Civil 
Service Police Exam while in 1967 the exammees 
23 
., 
. 
 
. 
.
as i
rt r  
t
lll
numbered 200. The faults of the Boston Police system 
have been particularized in surveys and reports issued 
by the President's Commission on Law Enforcement, 
the Justice Department, and the Manpower Develop-
ment Training Commission. According to Mr. Tim-
ilty, the results of those studies show that : 
We must begin to attract competent gradu-
ates to perform as police agents. If this means 
increasing starting salaries for degree holding 
applicants ... if this means raising maximum 
salaries, then they must be raised. We know 
that many of our present police stations are 
old, cramped and badly maintained, and that 
poor working conditions and inferior salaries 
hurt morale and curtail efficiency. We only have 
to look a~ the statistics to learn that our police 
manpower is weak. 
Mr. Timilty then presented the opposing arguments 
on lowering the minimum age requirement for tak-
ing the Police Exam so as to make a larger pool avail-
able from which new policemen can be appointed. 
At the present time, the minimum age for a Boston 
resident to take the Police Exam is twenty years and 
six months. This requirement effectively hampers the 
department, for it cannot actively recruit young men 
until they have been out of high school nearly three 
years. The effect of this delay is that many of the 
more talented graduates will begin other careers, 
while applicants presently attracted to the Depart-
ment often have already experienced one or more job 
failures. Although the recommendation to lower the 
age of eligibility for permanent appointees with full 
police powers has been made, it has been met with 
opposition in Boston as in many other cities. Dissen-
sion among the ranks of current officers and the com-
mon lack of responsibility and emotional stability of 
eighteen or nineteen year old applicants are the in-
gredients of this opposition. 
As a compromise solution to the minimum age re-
quirement, Mr. Timilty suggests the establishment of 
a Police Cadet Corps. He recently submitted orders to 
the City Council calling for the establishment of such 
a corps under the provisions of Cha,pter 430, §21A 
of the Acts of 1967. This Act, sponsored in part by 
Police Commissioner Edmund McNamara, and sub-
mitted to the Legislature by Representatives John 
Sears and Michael Dukakis, was enacted as permissive 
or enabling legislation under the Home Rule Amend-
ment. If approved by the City Council, and if appro-
priations are included within the Mayor's budget, a 
Police Cadet Corps will be established in Boston for 
which young men between the ages of 18 and 23 
will be eligible. A similar cadet program has existed 
24 
in England since the early 1930's and now constitutes 
the primary source of recruiting men to their police 
service. A 1966 survey by the National League of 
Cities reported that 52 police departments in the 
United States now have some type of cadet programs. 
Mr. Timilty claims support for a cadet program is 
based on sound reasoning. If fifty or one hundred 
cadets can take over the clerical duties in a station, 
such as making routine reports, answering calls and 
operating office machines, duties which are now being 
performed by fully trained officers, then the fifty or 
one hundred of those officers, who performed those 
tasks before will then be able to return to the func-
tions for which they were trained. At the same time, 
the cadets are being given on the job training, with 
the benefits of class instruction at the Police Academy 
and summer physical training programs. In this three 
or four year period, the cadet could better evaluate his 
role as a law enforcement agent, and the Department 
would have a better opportunity to determine his 
chances of success. 
A unique aspect of this measure, which Mr. Timilty 
feels is appealing to both the administration and the 
rank and file of the Police Department, is that the 
duties of the cadet are classified as non-sworn or 
unofficial, and are specifically enumerated. Also, it 
is emphasized in the proposed Act that no cadet is 
expected to carry a gun, nor is he ho have a power of 
arrest greater than that of an ordinary citizen. 
The Cadet Corps Program is now before the Com-
mittee on Public Services of which Mr. Timilty is the 
Chairman. In view of the increasing crime rate and 
inadequate police manpower, Mr. Timilty feels that 
the program will soon become a reality. 
FOR SALE: Two dozen Gillette Blue Blades and 
razor. Call Jack Reid between 5 P.M. and 5 A.M. 
- Special Student Offer-
Individual Volumes 
of the new 
MASSACHUSETTS 
GENERAL LAWS ANNOTATED 
cited and quoted by the courts 
Consult the Law School Book Store 
BOSTON LAW BOOK CO. 
73 Tremont St. 523-6882 
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L and Use & Planning is a third year course taught 
by Professor Richard G. Huber in the Fall term. 
The lectures are frequently punctured by what but for 
the lack of better words must be referred to as "Hu-
berisms." A Huberism is any saying, maxim, proverb, 
adage, aphorism or (rhetorical) question designed 
to bring a third year law school class Out of their 
lethargy and may be even make them think or laugh 
along with the teacher making such statement. The 
following are selected 'Huberisms' of very recent vint-
age. 
HUBERISMS 
1. Is the loneliness of the long distance runner any 
greater in the city than in the country? 
2. The American Dream has many manifestations 
. . . Thank God. (Reference to being able to 
pur a stereo or tv on at 3 a.m.) 
3. Nothing can be done in the front yard which 
won't stand the light of day. 
4. I don't keep up with tort law, 'cause I really don't 
believe in it. 
5. The Mass. Turnpike, some day when it has the 
status of the Appian Way, will perhaps be turned 
over to the state. 
6. Anytime I get a book called The American 
Scholar' I know it's for me. 
7. There are supposedly old ladies who wouldn't 
miss a wake within walking distance of their 
apartments; for them it's better than 'Marat Sade.' 
8. You're the kind of person who would tear the 
Parthenon down to build another wing of the 
Athens Hilton. (Reply to a student's comment.) 
9. It 's hard to be against education today; I'm glad 
I've met someone who is. (Another reply to a 
student's comment.) 
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10. There are certain advantages in going to Peter 
Bent Brigham or Children's Hospital than to St. 
Anne's in Podunk where they have two doctors, 
a nun and a part time nurse. 
11. To the extent that you depend on drugs or akohol 
to meet the pressures of life . .. , you haven't 
heard of tranquilizers! 
12. We can't do much with Elizabeth Taylor's chil-
dren anyway, so why not work with the poor 
children? 
13. Why should you have to pay $5000 for a car that 
sputters on a cold morning? (Applause) 
14. The home industry and the railroad industry have 
never really left the 19th century, and I don't 
think they ever will. 
15. Interns and residents are still young enough to 
be able to move with a fair degree of speed. 
(Reference to the ability to navigate across Hunt-
ington Ave. from Charles bank Apartments to 
Harvard Medical SchooL) 
LO 6-8568 All work fully guaranteed 
BROOKLINE EUROPEAN CAR SERVICE 
(FORMERLY BROOKLINE VOLKS SERVICE) 
FACTO RY TRAINED MECHANICS 
Specializing in repair and servicing of 
Volkswagen cars and busses 
Hours: Mon. - Sat. 
7 a.m. -5 p.m. 
1 Griggs st. 
(corner Brainerd Rd.) 
Allston, Mass. 
SUI JURIS 
16. I'm just an ignorant Alabama farmer, hauled out 
of the fields and made a mayor; and I want some 
of that nice Federal Planning money. (Referring 
to certain attitudes.) 
17. Old soldiers never die, they just fade away . .. 
bur they fade away fast! (Reference to startling 
number of admirals who pass a physical at age 
64, retire and are dead at age 65.) 
18. You can die as well in a 40 million dollar palace 
as in a 15 dollar a week room, and you may be 
happier ,in the 15 dollar a week room. 
19. As the late, great Chief Justice White said : "To 
ask the question is to answer it." . .. Right? 
(Cited approximately 17 times.) 
Moquin 
(Continued from page 22) 
corrupt and unresponsive to the vital needs of the 
great majority of the people; the young Vietnamese 
·see little meaning in education since only 1 % re-
ceive university training; the great increase in prosti-
tution among young women is particularly tragic in 
light of its absence before the war; inflation has raised 
prices over 300% on many goods during a relatively 
brief period without a corresponding increase in in-
come; three million refugees from hundreds of de-
stroyed villages are now the unwilling victims of the 
military efforts, by all sides, to "pacify" the nation. 
APRIL, 1968 
Mr. Moquin stated his view on the war simply and 
powerfully: the United States is not accomplishing 
either its military or ideological aims; Vietnam needs a 
responsive, nationalistic government which would pre-
clude foreign domination from any source and which 
very likely would reflect a brand of communism in the 
style of Ho Chi Minh (whom Mr. Moquin considered 
the only true nationalistic, popular leader in Viet-
nam); as the war has become more intense in recent 
years, the Viet Cong, originally an indigenous, nation-
alistic organization opposed to the Diem government, 
has become more attached to North Vietnam and its 
interests; the primary American aim, to defeat the 
enemy in order to prevent a communist take-over ben-
efltting China, is basically unsound for one major 
reason - the forces which the United States and 
South Vietnamese governments intend to defeat are 
fighting for essentially nationalistic reasons and are 
in fact the only Vietnamese forces willing and able to 
resist Chinese domination. These conclusions are 
particularly consequential because Mr. Moquin had 
begun his work in Vietnam believing that America's 
involvement was both necessary and justifiable. 
In a lively question and answer session following 
his talk, Mr. Moquin re-emphasized his criticisms of 
official American and Sourh Vietnamese policies. At 
the same time, however, it became clear that a sense 
of reality, of having been actually engaged in the war, 
pervaded his responses. Several questions and com-
ments from a largely sympathetic audience of fifty 
students (ninety percent of whom were first year 
students) attempted to compare Mr. Moquin's views 
with his radical conclusions. While the speaker held 
his ground, the end result of the hour was not only 
a well-reasoned and persuasive presentation by a con-
cerned and active man, but also a dialogue of signifi-
cance for those in attendance. 
Mr. Moquin presented no detailed suggestions for 
future policy. However, his factual descr~ption about 
the war's effect on the civilians of Vietnam, and the 
conclusions which logically followed, made unneces-
sary any attempt by the speaker to so prescribe. This 
Forum ,hour was particularly stimulating since it took 
place at a time when the race for the 1968 Presidential 
nominations was forcing a most searching criticism 
and re-evaluation of American policy in East Asia. 
LOST: 800 volumes. Would finder please return same 
to Elizabeth Bankowski, Librarian. 
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Final Proposal of 
the Boston College 
Legal Assistance Bureau 
The following is an abridged statement of the 
proposal for a Boston College Law School-sponsored 
legal services program sttbmitted to Dean D1'inan by 
BC-LAB and presented here for the benefit of po-
tential members. 
T he concept of the proposed BostOn College legal 
Assistance Bureau (BC-LAB) , recently sub-
mitted to the BostOn College law School Faculty, 
differs dramatically from the traditional legal aid of-
fice. The latter characteristically was located in the 
center of the urban business districts, inconvenient 
to the indigent and in an environment which was 
foreign to him. lack of manpower and time made 
appeals of important cases impossible. Little was ' 
done to assert the rights of the indigent, to inform 
him of his legal rights, or to help him raise his social 
or economic position. In short, the legal aid office 
tended to foster the stams quo and had almost no 
impact on the basic problems of the poor. 
In contrast, the BC-LAB proposal calls for a legal 
assistance program which will be integrated into the 
community. It begins with the basic premise of the 
traditional legal aid office, that the indigent deserves 
sound legal assistance for specific legal problems, but 
with the incorporation of features not found in the 
usual legal aid programs, the similarity ends. Some 
of these features are that the office will be located in 
an area where the indigent lives and works, easily ac-
cessible by public transportation, and will be open 
weekday evenings and Saturdays to permit assistance 
during non-working hours. The program will be-
come involved in areas where expertise in the law 
is needed. Lecmres and informal discussion meetings 
will be offered to inform the indigents of their legal 
rights and to acquaint them with the workings of our 
legal system. The Bureau also hopes to assist in the 
organization of indigent groups to promote the more 
efficient solution of certain types of problems. At-
28 
tempts will be made to change and develop case and 
statutory law through appeals and proposed legisla-
tive amendments. In essence, our proposal calls for 
the establishment of a program which will not only 
serve individual clients but" will become a movmg 
force integrated into the community. 
General Goals 
Educational Benefits to the Student 
The program will offer to the participating stu-
dents the opportunity to experience the problems and 
practical aspects of legal practice. Under proper su-
pervision, the student will be given training and 
experience in such areas as the development of inter-
viewing skills, the drafting of court papers, negoti-
ations with other attOrneys, preparation of trial stra-
tegy, and appearances in court. The training will be 
more meaningful to the student since his work will 
be directed tOward both the legal education and help-
ing of the individual client. It is expected that such 
experience will instill a more aGive interest in class-
room work as students discuss problems encountered 
in their own cases. 
It is further hoped that the program will en-
courage student interest in poverty law by illustrating 
that the problems of the indigent can be as stimulat-
ing and demanding as any other field of law. 
Service to the Community 
The program will offer legal assistance to all who 
qualify financially. It is expected that a majority of 
the clients will come from the local community, but 
there will be no geographic restrictions for the ace 
ceptance of clients. Groups seeking legal assistance, 
if they qualify as predominantly indigent organiza-
tions, will also be aided. It is hoped that the office 
will eventually assist individuals within the com-
SUI JURIS 
munity to set up self-help organizations such as 
credit unions and co-operatives. Also, a continuing 
effort at community education will be undertaken by 
offering "Know Your Law" lectures. These lectures 
will be given primarily by the staff attOrney, volun-
teer attOrneys, the Law School faculty and project 
members in conjunction with educational pamphlets 
apprising the poor of their rights and responsibilities 
as community members. A close relationship will be 
maintained with members of the "official" community 
in order to profit from the advice and experience of 
local office-holders. 
The BC-LAB will attempt to handle all types of 
cases which are presented. (This means that both 
family and criminal problems will be handled.) The 
open-door policy is to encourage any client who needs 
help to come. 
As long as there is proper legal guidance from a 
member of the bar, the local district court will assign 
indigent juvenile delinquent and mental commitment 
cases to the Bureau. These cases will probably be han-
dled exclusively by third year students who show an 
interest in this area. The Massachusetts Defenders, 
while not required to do so, are currently taking care 
of indigent juvenile delinquents and mental commit-
ments because of the great need in these areas. Hope-
fully, BC-LAB will be able to ease this situation. 
Service to the Poor and Law Reform 
To serve the indigent effectively, the Bureau must 
assist in orderly development of the law. Appropri-
ate cases will be appealed to challenge particular ju-
dicial policies and interpretations. Where changes in 
the law cannot be achieved judicially, the Bureau will 
draft and present proposals for changes in legislation. 
Proposals will be accompanied by supporting briefs, 
and the Bureau will arrange for appearances before 
appropriate legislative committees in support of the 
suggested changes. Areas of initial effort will include 
housing codes, welfare administration, mental com-
mitment and consumer protection, 
Relationship to the Law School 
Contribution to the Law School 
Dean Robert F. Drinan, in a recent address to the 
Law School Forum on changes that he foresaw for the 
Law School, spoke about the expansion of Poverty 
Law in the curriculum. The Bureau believes that such 
an expansion is tremendously important. The law 
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student's traditional training, primarily in areas use-
ful to business and industry, has heretofore directed 
him into the practice of "affluence law," although he 
has probably been motivated to come to law school 
by interests in social problems. 
The contribution of the Legal Assistance Bureau, 
however, is not confined to fostering student interest 
in poverty law. The deepened knowledge, enthusiasm 
and concern in the legal process which legal assist-
ance work seems to develop in every student will 
strengthen the tOtal environment of the Law School. 
It is a widely recognized and regrettable phenom-
enon that many law students develop a great enthusi-
asm for the law and their law school work in the first 
year which pales perceptibly in the first few weeks 
of the second year and continues to fade during the 
next two years. One cause may be the shift from the 
common law courses to the more technical subject 
matters of "affluence law." The student's participa-
tion in legal assistance work gives him a more bal-
anced academic fare and hence a more nourishing 
development in the law. 
Whatever the role of the traditional curriculum is 
in confining the student's growth in the law, his own 
passive response to the second year let-down is per-
haps the greatest single cause of the diminished suc-
cess of law school education in the second and third 
years. Legal assistance work, unlike classes in which 
the student can take refuge in non-participation and 
anonymity, is inconsistent with such passivity. The 
student's practical activity almost invariably gener-
ates an active interest and enthusiasm in the legal 
process that quickly feeds back into his classroom 
confrontation with the law. 
Effect on the Curriculum 
The Bureau hopes that it will foster awareness of 
the relationship between the scholarly and the clinical 
aspects of the law. It will encourage its members to 
take courses that bear on legal assistance work, for 
example, Evidence, Trial Practice, Family Law, Cred-
itOr's Rights, and the Urban Law and Juvenile De-
linquency Seminars. 
Because the Bureau feels that a knowledge of the 
rules of evidence is essential to its work, it will urge 
that the Evidence course be offered in the first se-
mester to second year .students, as is now contemplated 
by the faculty. The corresponding curriculum change 
of offering Trial Practice in the second semester to 
second year students is a desirable corollary. 
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After the initial orientation of new members, the 
Bureau hopes that members of the Law School faculty 
will join in a series of seminars for the further in-
struction of all members. It is contemplated that sev-
eral meetings will be scheduled on such important 
topics as debtor's rights, the law of divorce and sep-
arate support, landlord-tenant and the remedies of the 
slum tenant, and legal ethics. The meetings will be 
held during the first two months of the school year. 
Orientation 
The Bureau is planning a thorough orientation 
program for the week preceding resumption of 
classes in September. The present members found 
the Harvard program in which they participated last 
fall a good introduction to legal assistance work, and 
the Harvard students, who had the benefit of com-
parison with the less intensive programs of former 
years, believe that the five-day study period was a sig-
nificant improvement on the past. 
The Bureau's plan is to follow the general format 
of the 1967 Harvard program: morning lectures or 
court visits, lunch with speakers, afternoon work 
sessions, and evening lectures, all emphasizing de-
velopment of basic legal assistance skills. It will pro-
vide training in: obtaining complete information, 
establishing good attorney-client relationships in the 
initial interview, keeping complete records, and com-
municating effectively with opposing attorneys. 
It is expected that the BC and Harvard Bureaus 
will coordinate their orientation programs for the 
coming fall. Speakers on the basic concerns of legal 
aid work will be invited to address both groups. With 
the expansion of the Harvard program and its com-
bination with ours, it is felt that the orientation com-
mittees will be able to attract exceptionally able men 
as speakers. 
Office Activities 
Location 
The office of the program will be located within 
the poor community to be served (where its inhabi-
tants live, shop and work) and close to public trans-
portation. Location within their area would help 
break down the existing fear that most indigents 
have of lawyers and the law in general, thus making 
that first trip to the aid office much easier. Being in 
the actual community itself, the students will also be 
able to identify themselves more readily with the 
problems of the poor. 
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Client Eligibility 
The financial eligibility of clients will be estab-
lished with the aid of the local bar association. A table 
of flexible income limitations will probably be util-
ized as a guide. Any client who is not able to retain 
an attorney will be accepted. It goes without saying 
that all acceptances of clients will be in accordance 
with the Canons of Professional Ethics of the Amer-
ican Bar Association, and that no fee producing cases 
will be accepted. All cases not falling within the pur-
view of the Bureau will be handled by the way of a 
referral system comprised in conjunction with the 
local bar association. In any event, no potential client 
will be sent away without some form of service. 
Membership Criteria 
A legal assistance program requires personnel who 
possess both competence in handling legal problems 
and the determination to maintain a high standard of 
performance in regular law school work while meet-
ing the demands of the program. More importantly, 
the student must display an eagerness for involve-
ment in the legal problems which face the indigent 
and an ability to empathize and communicate with 
his clients. He must be willing to assume full re-
sponsibility for cases assigned to him and be sensi-
tive to the ethical problems which may arise. No 
single standard can measure these qualities of com-
petence, maturity and enthusiasm. 
A Committee for the Selection of New Members 
will be appointed by the Board of Directors. Appli-
cants for membership will be interviewed by the 
Committee sitting as a whole. Committee members 
will evaluate each applicant basing their choices 
upon considerations of the analysis of specific hypo-
theticals which involve a combination of legal and 
ethical problems, samples of the applicant's legal writ-
ing, previous legal aid experience, grades which the 
candidate achieved at the Law School, and any other 
factors which they may consider relevant. 
Incorporation 
The BC-LAB plans to organize as a charitable cor-
poration under Chapter 180 of the Massachusetts 
General Laws, and further, it will take the necessary 
steps to qualify as a charitable organization under 
IRC Section SOl(c) (3). 
Incorporation is permitted in Massachusetts by the 
Opinion of the Justices, 289 Mass. 607 (193S) pro-
SUI JURIS 
vided the purpose of the corporation will be "the 
gratuitous furnishing of legal aid to the poor and 
unfortunate without means in the pursuit of any civil 
remedy as a matter of charity." The rationale for the 
ruling is explained clearly and concisely in the Har-
vard Legal Aid Bureau Organizational and Procedure 
Manual at page 2: Prior to 1935, corporations or-
ganized for the purpose of giving legal aid to per-
sons without means were exempt from legislative 
prohibition of the practice of law, Chapter 221, Sec-
tion 47. This exemption was not re-enacted into the 
revised Massachusetts code as a result of the Opinion 
of the justices, 289 Mass. 607 (1935), which held 
that the legislature was constitutionally incompetent 
to permit the practice of law befol'e the courts but 
could only prohibit such practice. {General Law 
Chapter 221 , Section 46, which remained in force, 
said that no corporation or association could practice 
law or appear on behalf of any party except itself in 
any court or before any judicial body}. However, the 
justices in that same opinion stated at page 615 that 
'the gratuitous furnishing of legal aid to the poor 
and unfortunate without means in the pursuit of any 
civil remedy as a matter of charity . . . {does} not 
constitute the practice of law.' Thus, although the 
Supreme judicial Court specifically ruled only that 
the legislature had no power to give special per-
mission to legal aid corporations to practice law, it 
declared that no pel'mission was required since such 
corporaitons were not practicing law. 
Authorization for students to appear in court in 
behalf of criminal defendants can be found in Rule 
11 of the Rules of the Supreme Judicial Court. 
The Bureau membership feels strongly that the 
propo\Sal submiuted to Dean Drinan presents an inno-
vative approach to the problem of providing legal 
services to the indigent. It feels that as a student or-
ganization its responsibility goes beyond the case to 
case handling of individual clients. In order to justify 
the Bureau's existence, the membership must look 
to the solution of problems which affect its clients as 
a class, and must seek remedies which will benefit 
not just an individual, but all those similarly situated. 
The proposal outlined above presents the framework 
through which this goal can be achieved. It is recog-
nized, however, that the framework alone will not 
suffice. The students, the faculty, the administration, 
and the community must all look at the task as a 
joint responsibility, and must be willing, at all times, 
to make the effort required. 
To aid in this achievement, the BC-LAB will seek 
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the assistance of its Advisory Council and a Faculty 
Committee. The Advisory Council, hopefully, will 
consist of members of the faculty, clergy, a district 
court judge, representatives of local social organiza-
tions, school officials, police and the officers of BC-
LAB; and it will be requested -to give guidance as to 
the functioning and future expansion of the pro-
gram. The Faculty Committee will advise the Board 
of Directors as to the hiring of the staff attorney, pro-
vide advice on a regular basis during the year, and 
examine the program during the first trial year. 
An extensive compilation of relevant statistical 
data and practical considerations leading to the choice 
of the Waltham (Western Metropolitan Boston) area 
as the location for the proposed program has been 
omitted from publication in Sui Juris. Similarly 
omitted because of space limitations are the proposed 
budget and by-laws of the program and several letters 
from concerned officials of law schools such as Colum-
bia and Georgetown, where legal services programs 
are presently in operation, indicating the success and 
value of such programs in their institutions. Editor. 
Social Committee 
N o, the money allocated to the Social Committee has not been used to buy Ned Holland a new 
car nor has it financed a trip to Las Vegas. As budg-
eted, the money has been used to sponsor two mixers, 
one Christmas dance and cheer party, the St. Paddy's 
Day party and the Barrister's Ball, while the remainder 
is to be spent on a Bonnie and Clyde Soiree. 
The Bonnie and Clyde party will be held in late 
April. It will consist of a Rag-Time Band, old mov-
ies during breaks and general group therapy. We 
would have liked to encourage people to dress in a 
Roaring Twenties fashion, but abandoned the idea 
realizing this would turn people away. 
We hope that this year again the Law Wives will 
host a Las Vegas evening, which proved to be most 
successful last year, or something similar. This will 
probably take place in early May providing a relaxful 
evening between exams. 
WANTED: Students to attend conveniently sched-
uled lectures - the faculty. 
WANTED: Teachers who can give lectures - the 
students. 
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On Mal'ch 25, 1968, the Board of Editors of the 
Boston College Industrial and Commercial Law Re-
view amzoulzced their selections for the successor 
Board. The selectees for Vol. X were: Top: 1. to r.; 
Thomas]. Sexton, Casenote Editor; Stephen L. John-
son, Article Editor; Carl E. Axelrod, Conference Chair-
man,' Thomas H. BI'own, Casenote Editor; Robert ]. 
Glennon, Jr. , Casenote Editor; Leo B. Lind, Article 
FORUM 
The value of advance planning and scheduling by 
the 1967-68 Boston College Law School Forum was 
evidenced by the smooth transition from the old 
Forum Executive BOa1'd to the new. The new BOa1'd 
took office on Decembel' 1st, and has continued to 
offer topical presentations of particular interest to 
the Law School community. 
The newly instituted "Authors Series}} began with 
two highly successful Tuesday evening lectures. On 
December 5th, Professor Robert E. Keeton, of the 
Harvard Law School, discussed the proposals set forth 
in his book, "Basic Protection for the Traffic Victim,}} 
and their relationship to the inevitable re-evaluation 
that must be made of our present automobile in-
surance laws. The following week, on December 12th, 
Professor Alan F. Westin, of Columbia University, 
addressed himself to one of the most direct effects of 
"automated America,}} i.e., the loss of pl'ivacy to the 
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Editor; Barry L. Weisman, u.C.C. Editor; Gary S. 
Fentin, Article Editor; and Peter]' Monte, Casenote 
Editor. Seated: 1. to r.; Lawrence T. Bench, Topic 
Coordinator; Mitchell ]. Sikora, Editor in Chief; and 
Mal,tin B. Shulkin, Managing Editor. 
Following the selection, a l'eception was held for 
the new members of the Board. 
individual. Professor Westin's work "Privacy and 
Freedom}} is a unique study of the various methods, 
both existing and proposed, by which the privacy of 
the individual can be limited. 
Two more such evenings are tentatively scheduled 
for April, and with continued student and alumni 
support an expanded program is planned for the next 
school year. 
Last year's popular innovation, the Friday Night 
Film Series, has continued with marked success. Thus 
far, five films have been presented and more are 
scheduled to be shown during the next two months. 
The regular Forum, held at 11:10 on Thursday 
mornings, launched its "second segment}} on February 
8th with a description of the next ten years at the 
Law School as envisioned by Dean Robert F. Drinan. 
Dean Drinan emphasized that ever increasing stand-
ards and a greater student voice in the affairs of the 
Law School are of prime importance for its continued 
success. The student body, amazed at having the Dean 
in one place for such a long period of time, initiated 
(Continued on page 37) 
SUI JURIS 
On April 1, the Annual Survey of Massachusetts 
Law selected its new Editorial Board. The new editors 
are, from l. to r: Robert]. Parker and Edward]. Lu-
Rogovin 
(Continued from page 22) 
drew from these activities because prostitutes and 
narcotics users proved to be too unreliable in re-
maining closemouthed under the scrutiny of police 
investigation. Mr. Rogov.in stated that the principal 
forms of illegal activity in which organized crime is 
presently involved are gambLing and loan sharking; 
two areas where ·the profits are high while the prob-
ability of "consumer" disclosure are low. 
Mr. Rogovin expressed concern over the movement 
of organized crime into legitimate business activities. 
While these elements have long been involved in 
small legal businesses such as vending machine opera-
tions, he felt they were now moving into large legal 
businesses such as banks, insurance companies and 
brokerage houses. The speaker disagreed with those in 
the crime detection field who view this movement as 
a preferable trend when compared with more exten-
sive gambling and loan sharking operations. He feared 
that organized crime will carryover their strong-arm 
methods of operation into these sensitive business 
areas and ultimately create monopolies. 
The problems in combatting organized crime in 
Massachusetts was the last subtopic to which Mr. 
Rogovin addressed himself. He noted the following 
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bitz, Casenote Editors; Robert T. Harrington, Editor 
in Chief; Jacek A. Wysocki, Articles Editor; and 
Raymond A. Noble, Managing EditOf'. 
handicaps which presently affect his work: 1.) lack 
of resources; 2.) need for electronic surveillance; 
3.) need for immunity legislation. Questions from the 
floor focused on this subtopic and elicited the follow-
ing responses from Mr. Rogovin: 
1.) Unfortunately, the public fails to become 
aroused by such things as gangland slayings except 
where "law-abiding citizens" such as Attorney Fitz-
gerald suffer. 
2.) Legalized gambling is an impractical solution 
because a.) organized crime will eventually infiltrate 
it as they did in Las Vegas and b.) a state controlled 
operation will be 'hard pressed to compete with the 
gambling services now offered by organized crime 
which provides "lines" on an infinite variety of 
sporting events. 
3.) Police corruption is not nearly as widespread 
as the public imagines. Organized crime focuses its 
efforts on trying to corrupt the administrators in 
charge of policing agencies and appropriate politi-
cians rather than the large numbers of those in lower 
echelons. 
As a parting remark Mr. Rogovin emphasized that 
his purpose in coming to the Law School was to in-
fluence young attornies to seek employment in agen-
cies such as the Attorney General's office. 
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LAW REVIEW-
FACULTY GAME 
By Robert Tobin 
I n early December, the First Annual Law-Review 
Faculty Football Game was held in a sea of mud 
on the Boston College Soccer Field. The Faculty, a de-
cided underdog, stunned the Las Vegas odd makers 
by pulling an ama2Jing upset over the senior law re-
view members, 13-12. The victory was accomplished 
without the services of "Admirals" Dick Huber and 
Harry Wren, whose naval experiences would have 
been of great benefit on the navigable field. Deep 
receivers, Art Berney, Bill Willier, and Sandy Fox 
were also conspicuously absent. All had left the team, 
claiming that Dean Larkin refused to throw "the 
bomb." Dean Frank Larkin played a superb game 
at quarterback, galvanizing the team with his short 
passing game. Peter Donovan (6-1 , 2??, no relation 
to Dan of the Baltimore Colts) played well in the 
line for the faculty when he could keep his feet. Jim 
Smith (no relation to Jackie of the St. Louis Cardin-
als) saved the day for the faculty by diving head long 
into a mud puddle to recover an onside kick attempted 
by the law review in the waning moments of the 
game. Hiller "The H ill" Zobel kept constant pressure 
on the law review quarterback with his blitzing tech-
niques. Ted Occhialino, aided by crushing down-field 
blocks by his counterpart in the Legal Research D e-
partment, Mike Pacht, swam for both faculty touch-
downs. 
The law review made a fine effort in defeat. Led 
by Jack Reid, Dave Chaifetz, Dave Weiner, Bill 
Hicks, Walt Kelly, Sam Sears, Mike Paris, and the 
Unserman, they nearly tied the game in the last min-
utes when a sleeper play clicked for a 90 yard touch-
down. The point after touchdown try failed. 
The game was played under protest by the law re-
view because Jim Marcellino '68 played for the fac-
ulty. Jim won the O'Melia Award as the outstanding 
player in the annual B.C.-Holy Cross football game 
in his undergraduate days at the Cross. Dean Larkin, 
in a hastily convened press conference prior to the 
game, announced to Sui Juris that Jim has been hired 
to teach legal writing. The dispute was taken to Com-
missioner Drinan, who had to be called back from 
out-of-town. He ruled in favor of the Faculty, natur-
ally. 
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LAW CLUB ACTIVITIES 
SUPER BOWL AT THE 
LA W SCH OOL 
T he second annual Law Club "Super Bowl" game 
was played in December on rain-soaked Jim Mil-
ler Field before a "standing room only" crowd of 78 
rain-soaked spectators. The conflict matched the de-
fending champion Justice Taney Law Club against 
the Justice Marshall Law Club. The pre-game billeting 
by the local press promised excellence in both foot-
ball and advocacy and the game fully reflected these 
pre-game prediotions. 
EXCELLENCE IN FOOTBALL 
The Taney Team shut out the Marshall Club by 
a score of 12 to 0 in this hard-fought match. Taney's 
first score came on a 30 yard pass play from two time 
league MVP Dick Audet to Phil Currier. With about 
five minutes left to play in the game, Audet hit John 
Shelvin, everyone's rookie of the year, for the final 
Taney touchdown. Defensively, the Marshall Club 
should be given credit for its imaginative game-plan, 
which called for triple coverage of the league's all 
time leading scorer, Dave Twomey; it proved to be 
most effeotive with "The Twom" being held to a 
mere two receptions and no touchdowns. Marshall's 
John McFeely, the Dalton Jones of the league (good 
hit, no catch) played offensive end. He blamed his 
lack of success on the poor weather conditions, the 
refereeing and the general hostility of the crowd to 
his recently announced engagement. Marshall's other 
end, Charlie Sawyer, was injured in the first half and 
his absence hurt his team's offensive efforts. 
EXCELLENCE IN A DVOCACY 
Late in the first half Marshall quarterback Sam 
Spencer completed a 20 yard pass to Houston Barber. 
The Taney Team coaching staff usually disputes 
every allowance of a completed pass as a matter of 
course. However, since Barber was all alone, the staff 
could not find anything to complain about until Phil 
Currier, showing spectacular genius, raised the jugular 
issue of an "illegal receiver down field." Special rules 
had been promulgated for the game which made the 
offensive center an ineligible receiver. Mike Brawley 
countered for Marshall that Harvard Law School al-
lowed the ineligible receiver to block downfield. 
(Continued on page 39) 
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"The Commissioner" 
GOALS 
I na recent interview ~ith the ~omm~ssioner of the Law Review AthletiC Committee, It was learned 
that, contrary to a pervasive rumor, there will be no 
curtailment of the Committee's athletic events. He did 
note, however, that due to a rash of injuries - broken 
toes, broken fingers, chipped bones, secondary in-
fections and assorted scrapes and bruises - the Com-
mittee had voted to suspend Office Hockey from its 
athletic program. The Commissioner felt that this 
event would not be missed because of a growing stu-
dent interest in Hall Hockey. He also believes that a 
new movement to popularize Squash Hockey will help 
take up the slack left by the elimination of Office 
Hockey. 
When questioned about the rash of injuries oc-
curring lately in the Hall H ockey games, the Com-
missioner said that they were to be expected in the 
game and that they in no way portended the dropping 
of the sport from the agenda. In fact, the Commis-
sioner 'hinted that a Sui Juris Cup playoff with the 
faculty was in the offing. However, when the faculty 
was approached with this idea, the Faculty Commis-
sioner denied any knowledge of such a playoff and 
further intimated that because the Law Review Team 
was so injury-prone, a playoff was unthinkable. 
The final part of the interview with the Commis-
sioner dealt with a recent proposal to construct a 1.5 
million dollar gymnasium to house facilities for vari-
ous types of hockey and for Swedish Massages. The 
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Commissioner, who several weeks ago was glassy-eyed 
and optimistic about the success of such a project, 
expressed severe disappointment over recent develop-
ments. It seems that the failure of the Gymnasium 
Committee to meet goals and a widespread dearth of 
Swedish masseuses has forced the indefinite postpone-
ment of the project. He expressed fear that a Law 
Review ban against sophomoric activities was im-
minent and that such a ban would destroy any possi-
bility of ever constructing such facilities. It should be 
noted, though, that if such a vote is taken, a dispute 
over the definition of "sophomoric" will probably 
arise and last well beyond the end of the season. So 
the ban will have no practical effect on the present 
athletic schedule. 
Finally, the reponer would like to note a new 
rumor concerning Law Review Hockey events. W hile 
sipping coffee in the school's posh dining facilities, 
a rumor was overheard that a new policy for editorial 
selection has now been instituted. It seems that part 
of the selection policy now is that prospective mem-
bers must be able to score at least five goals against 
the Editor-in-Chief in a Hall Hockey Game. 
SBA ELECTIONS 
O n March 11th and 12th, the student body went to the polls to fill the four top constitutional 
offices of the Student Bar Association. Chosen on the 
initial ballot were Mr. Charles Bowser, Secretary, and 
Mr. Michael Addis, Treasurer. A run-off election was 
necessary to fill the Presidency and Vice-Presidency. 
On this second ballot, Mr. Lawrence Schonbrun was 
elected as President, while Mr. Brian Saltus was 
chosen as Vice-President. 
Mr. Schonbrun, the only successful candidate to 
serve on the Board previously, is a native of Rego 
Park, New York and is a graduate of the University of 
Vermont. 
The newly elected Vice-President, Mr. Sakus is a 
resident of Waltham, Mass. and received his degree 
from the University of Mass. 
The Secretary, Mr. Bowser, is from Arlington, Mass. 
and is a graduate of Boston College. 
Mr. Addis, a resident of Plainfield, New Jersey with 
a B.A. degree from the University of Pa. and an 
M.A. from Rutgers, is the new Treasurer. 
The new officers will assume their duties in April. 
The objectives of the new Board will hopefully be 
discussed in the following issue of Sui Juris. 
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Summer Rep ort 
(Continued from page 3) 
meetings among the attorneys during which status 
reports were presented, modifications suggested and 
general guidelines provided. 
It was generally felt by the student participants 
that the Summer Project was a useful adjunct to the 
regular school curriculum, a feeling also shared by 
the members of the law School faculty directly con-
cerned with the program and by the CL.S.A. volun-
teer attorneys. 
The program provided for the first time an oppor-
tunity for most students to confront and solve legal 
problems other than through the case method. Al-
though the case method is a necessary part of the 
legal educational process, it has obvious inadequacies. 
Because of its almost exclusive reliance upon appellate 
court decisions, the student never studies the practical 
problems that will confront him as an attorney at 
the pre-trial and trial stages of litigation. This reliance 
on appellate decisions tends to "dehumanize" the 
study of law in the sense that the student, content to 
learn the "black letter," often tends to forget that the 
cases he is reading deal with real people deeply 
troubled with real problems. 
A large number of the student interns were prop-
erly introduced to the living law when the Roxbury 
Riots occurred during their orientation week. Cl.s.A. 
and other groups undertook the defense of several in-
dividuals arrested during the disturbances and used 
some of the interns to assist in these defenses by 
making factual investigations. These students searched 
Roxbury and Boston gathering records, pictures and 
statements to disprove the charges brought against 
the alleged rioters. Their legwork resulted in a num-
ber of acquittals and suspended sentences and pro-
vided them with a sampling of the problems to be 
faced during the remainder of the summer. After 
this emergency situation subsided, regular assignment 
of the student participants to specific projects and 
agencies resumed. 
Other students worked in the area of legislative re-
form. Wiretapping, juvenile detention, and the Massa-
chusetts Bastardy Statute were a few of the many 
legislative problems with which the students were 
concerned. Through their research, the interns were 
able to comprehend the need for drastic legislation in 
the area of urban and poverty law, and as a result, 
valuable experience in legislative drafting and in-
terpretation was gained. 
It seems obvious that a program of this type can 
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and should be a useful tool in the educational process. 
A legal intern program can serve the vital function of 
providing a digression from the case method, the 
inadequacies of which have already been mentioned. 
Further, it allows the legal educational process to 
continue twelve months of the year. Many legal edu-
cators feel that a three year program, interrupted by 
summer vacations, is too short a period in which to 
sufficiently train the prospective lawyer. A continu-
ing legal intern program may be the answer to this 
problem. 
The value of the Summer Project to the Boston 
Community can be thought of as involving two 
phases. The first involved providing immediate legal 
aid to the community. Interns were provided where 
legal assistance was needed, and as a result the critical 
shortage of legal aid to the poor was partially allevi-
ated. Also, assistance was offered in the area of leg-
islative reform, a source of positive contribution too 
long ignored by the legal profession because most 
practicing lawyers simply cannot afford to volunteer 
the ir service s. 
The second phase involves these future lawyers 
upon graduation. It is expected that a certain per-
centage of the legal interns will be motivated, be-
cause of their experiences during the summer, to con-
tinue in the field of legal assistance to the poor. And 
hopefully, some will be of great assistance to the poor 
as volunteer lawyers. 
Since every law school should become involved 
with the problems of the community of which it is a 
member, the value of the Summer Project to Boston 
College is obvious. It should be the goal of every 
great university to employ its resources for the better-
ment of society through the establishment of a com-
munity service program. Boston College has always 
responded well to this challenge. The Legal Intern 
Program allowed the law school, its faculty and stu-
dents to become more completely involved with the 
problems that confront Metropolitan Boston. 
The immediate success of the project is to be cur-
rently observed at the law school in the form of a 
new two year program in the curriculum providing 
for intensive study and actual field work by students 
in order to meet problems and to provide beneficial 
action in the urban poverty area. 
This pilot project has shown that such programs do 
serve vital functions. Perhaps the most important 
function of the project is that it enabled the student 
of middle-class background to become acquainted 
(Continued on page 37) 
SUI JURIS 
On March 27, the Board of Student Advisors se-
lected its new members. The 1968-69 members are, 
standing I. to r.: James M. Cronin; Thomas E. Con-
nolly; Thomas L. Kennedy,' James P Connolly; James 
Forum (Continued from page 32) 
a brisk question and answer session that ended only 
to allow the resumption of classes. 
In response to the great national concern over an 
increasing crime rate, the Forum sponsored a series 
of lectures dealing with the problems of building and 
administering an effective criminal law enforcement 
system. On February 15th, City Counsellor Joseph F. 
Timilty spoke at the F01'um on what must be done by 
the cities in order to successfuly cope with "crime in 
the streets." Charles H. Rogovin, head of the Criminal 
Division of the Massachusetts Attorney General's 
office directed his remarks, on February 29th, to the 
menace of orgalzized crime and what special problems 
are faced in dealing with this type of crime. T he final 
lecture in this series, was delivered at 8:00 P.M . on 
Monday, March 18th, and dealt with the attitude 
of defense counsel toward today's criminal laws. T he 
speaker was Mr. F. Lee Bailey. 
After speaking with Professor James V orenberg, a 
former Forum guest, an interested group of Harvard 
Law School Students are launching an organization 
similar to our Forum. T he feeling of the group is that 
there is a definite need at Harvard for a speakers pro-
gram geared to the interests of the students themselves 
and drawing upon the legal-intellectual community of 
the Greater Boston area. T he Boston College Law 
School Forum Executive Board is providing advice 
and assistance for the nascent program; and marvel-
APRIL, 1968 
D . Lawlor. Seated, I. to r.: Michael]. Brawley; Leo F. 
Evans, Chail'man; Peter J Tyrrell. Not pictured are 
Robert L. Dolan and Thomas D. Pawley, IV. 
ing at how mankind chronically thinks the grass seems 
gl'eener in the other fellow's back yard. 
The remainder of the school year will find the 
Forum continuing to provide programs that warrant 
the interest and participation of the Law School C om-
munity. 
Summer Report (Continued from page 37) 
with the problems he will face as a lawyer. The proj-
ect accomplished its goals of exposure, involvement 
and stimulation with eminent success, and managed 
to complete the vast majority of the projects under-
taken. W ith the continuing correction of administra-
tive and planning shortcomings, the future programs 
hold great promise. 
------
Professor Arthur L. Berney has been appointed to 
the Professional Staff of the Ford Foundation as a 
Project Specialist in legal training. H e will join the 
faculty at the University of Delhi in New Delhi, India, 
for one year starting June I , 1968. H e will teach 
United States Constitutional Law. 
POST SCRIPT on earlier article: Professor Arthur 
Berney lost his, now well documented parking ticket 
case. M r. William A . M cCormack, class of '67, argued 
Prof. Berney's case before the Massachusetts Supreme 
Judicial Court. 
W ANTED TO RENT: One carrel for study pur-
poses. Plain student. 
37 
 
. 
.
.
. 
- l
. 
,' 
. 
or
1
.
. . 
,
 
. 
i1 1n yrr
1'
-
ill .
ALUMNI 
NEWS 
1937-
Malcolm F. Steele of Boston, 
Mass., has been assigned Chief of the 
Real Estate Division, Baltimore Dis· 
trict, Army Corps of Engineers. Prior 
to his assignment, Mr. Steele prac· 
ticed law and taught Real Estate Law 
at Portia Law Schoo!. 
1938-
Fernard A. Boudreau is a member 
of the firm of Foley, Hoag & Eliot, 
10 Post Office Square, Boston, Massa_ 
chusetts. 
1948-
Lt. Col. Charles K. Rush received 
his second U.S. Air Force Commen-
dation Medal during his retirement 
ceremony at Scott A.F.B., Belleville, 
Ill. Col. Rus'h distinguished himself 
by meritorious service as Chief of 
the Military Justice and Affairs Di-
vision at Scott A.F.B. 
1949-
Rev. Edward W. K. Mullen has 
been appointed Superintendent for 
the Catholic Schools of the State of 
Rhode Island. Father Mullen has 
been Assistant Superintendent for the 
past five years. His office is at 184 
Broad Street, Providence, R.I . 
1951-
William ]. Renolds has been re-
elected Mayor of Newington, Con-
necicut. 
Robert H. Manley is now practic-
ing at 135 Boulevard Haussmann, 
Paris 8, France. 
Charles V. Ryan, former mayor of 
Springfield, Mass., became the Visit-
ing Professor in Urban Life at Spring-
field College on January 1, 1968. Mr. 
Ryan, who has served three terms as 
mayor, also plans to return to private 
practice. 
1952-
William C. Whittemore has been 
elected Senior Vice-President and 
Treasurer of John Hancock Mutual 
Life Insurance Co. Mr. Whittemore 
has been associated with John Han-
cock since 1945. 
1954-
John A. Sarjeant IS III the Patent 
Department of Kaiser Aluminum and 
Chemical Corp., Oakland, California. 
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1955 -
Charles F. Barrett has become a 
partner in Nutter, McClennen & Fish, 
75 Federal Street, Boston, Massachu-
setts. 
Paul H. King has been appointed 
a Justice in the Dorchester District 
Court. 
Kevin H. White was elected Mayor 
of Boston in November, 1967. Prior 
to the '67 election, Mr. White was 
the Secretary of State of Massachu-
setts. 
1956-
John H. Brebbia has been made a 
partner in Alston, Miller & ~aines, 
working at the firm's Washlllgton 
office at 1100 Connecticut Ave. N.W. 
John A. Canavan, Jr. has become a 
partner in the firm of Nutter, Mc-
Clennen & Fish, 75 Federal Street, 
Boston, Massachusetts. 
Daniel T . Coughlin is the Wash-
ington representative of the Upjohn 
Company in the firm's newly opened 
office in that city. 
Francis D . Privitera, formerly City 
Solicitor for Somerville, has opened 
a new office at Barrister's Hall, 59 
Union Square, Somerville, Massachu-
setts. 
1958-
Charles A. Goglia has recently be-
come a partner in the firm of Foley, 
Hoag & Eliot, 10 Post Office Square, 
Boston, Massachusetts. 
1959-
John C. Lombard has been made a 
partner in the firm of Coolidge, 
Wall, Wood & Matusoff, 33 West 
First Street, Dayton, Ohio. 
Peter Higgins has become a mem-
ber of the firm of Black, Helterline, 
Beck & Rappleyea of Portland, Ore-
gon. 
Paul D. Maggioni is now a partner 
in firm of Morrison, Mahoney, & 
Miller, 92 State Street, Boston, Massa-
chusetts. 
1960-
Arthur O. Gormley, Jr. of the firm 
of Winer, Lynch & Gormley, Nashua, 
New Hampshire, was recently elected 
City Solicitor of Nashua, N.H. 
Paul D. Scanlon is now the Asso-
ciate Editor of Antitrust Law & Eco-
nomic Review. 
Anthony R. DiPietro has opened 
an office for the general practice of 
law at 6 Pleasant Street, Malden, 
Mass. 
Donald F. Guida is a partner in 
the firm of Mezzacca, Cherin & Guida 
at 1621 Highway 27, Edison, New 
Jersey. 
Irwin N. Alberts has been ap-
pointed by the Army and Air Force 
Exchange Service as Assistant Gen-
eral Counsel for Labor Relations. Mr. 
Alberts, who was formerly with the 
National Labor Relations Board in 
New York, will be in charge of the 
formation of a labor relations pro-
gram for AAFES. 
1962-
Robert ]. Martin is now a partner 
in the firm of Mirich, O'Connell, De-
Mallie & Lougee, 340 Main Street, 
Worcester. 
Edward A. Schwartz has been ap-
pointed General Counsel at Digital 
Equipment Corporation of Maynard, 
Mass. Mr. Schwartz was formerly 
associated with the firm of Cohn, 
Riemer and Pollack in Boston. 
Roger M. Bougie was appointed in 
May 1967 as Assistant Counsel to the 
United Aircraft International with 
offices in East Hartford, Connecticut. 
Kent S. Hathaway was recently 
made Trust Officer of the North 
Carolina National Bank, Charlotte, 
North Carolina. Mr. Hathaway pre-
viously worked for the New England 
Merchants National Bank of Boston. 
Charles W. Dixon, now an Air 
Force Captain, has received the 
Bronze Star for meritorious achieve-
ment while assigned as Assistant Staff 
Judge Advocate at Tan Son Nhut Air 
Base, Vietnam. Captain Dixon is now 
stationed at Otis AFB, Falmouth, 
Mass. 
Richard]. Tobin is now with the 
firm of Cummings and Lockwood, 
One Atlantic Street, Stamford, Con-
necticut. 
1963-
Edward Z. Pollock, announces the 
formation of a partnership to practice 
law under the firm name of Mishara, 
Pollock and Cushner. 
Robert B. Stimson is associated 
with the firm of Jaffee and Tauro 
located at Security Trust Building, 
Lynn and One Center Plaza, Boston, 
Mass. 
Joseph R. Welch was elected Mod_ 
erator of Randolph, Mass. at the 
annual town elections. He has been 
a Town Meeting Member since 1961. 
1964-
Edward H. London has become as-
sociated with Leonard Novick in 
practice at 407-410 Sun Building, 
Lowell, Mass. 
1965-
John F. O'Leary is associated with 
the firm of Jaffee and Tauro located 
at Security and Trust Building, Lynn 
and One Center Plaza, Boston, Massa-
chusetts. 
SUI JURIS 
Rae B. Condon is now a partner in 
the firm of Sivan, Keeney and Jenchs, 
911 Turks Head Building, Provi-
dence, Rhode Island. 
Douglas R. Gray has recently 
opened an office for the general prac-
tice of law 'at 345 State Street, Ports-
mouth, New Hampshire. 
1966-
William A. Garrigle is associated 
with the firm of Moss and Powell, 
721 Market Street, Camden, New 
Jers-ey. 
John Donovan is clerking for Fed-
eral Judge Ralph Body, U.S. District 
Court of Philadelphia for the year 
1968-1969. Mr. Donovan is married 
to the former Amy Heustis, also of 
the class of 1966. 
Peter L. Masnik has opened an of-
fice for general practice at 340 Main 
Street, Worcester. 
Andrew Shea is now associated 
with Richard M. Sullivan in the gen-
eral practice of law at 181 Lowell 
Street, Andover, Mass. Mr. Shea 
formerly specialized in Trust Admin-
istration at the Boston Safe Deposit 
and Trust Company. 
John M. Baker is associated in 
the general practice of law with the 
law firm of Weston, Hurd, Fallon, 
Sullivan and Paisley, 2500 Terminal 
Tower, Cleveland, Ohio. 
1967-
Donald R. Perry has opened an 
office for the general practice of 
law at 179 William Street, New Bed-
ford. Mass. 
IN MEMORIAM 
1942-
Constantine W. Akstens 
Robert]. Kurlansky 
Thomas J. McMackin 
1947-
Honorable Frederick R. Sullivan 
1960-
Robert]. Costello 
1962-
Lorna A. Ferris 
Have you paid your 
alumni dues? 
LEONARD FISHER '52 
2 Summit Avenue 
Brookline, Mass. 
RE 4-3440 
INSURANCE. 
... Attorne/s liability 
.. life, Health, and 
General 
Many of the items in this sec-
tion have appeared courtesy of 
Sheila E. McGovern '60 who has 
volunteered to act as a collector 
of alumni inform~tion for all 
classes. Please send any "newsy 
items" concerning Law School 
grads to SUI JURIS or to Miss 
McGovern at the Probate Court, 
East ' Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
Law School in 1953 and was a professor and Assist-
ant Dean at the Law School in 1957. He will become 
an Honorary Member of the Order of the Coif at a 
dinner to be held at the Chestnut Hill Country Club 
on May 23. 
Law Clubs (Continued from page 34) 
Granting that Brawley's argument would have binding 
effect at a faculty football game, nevertheless Phil's 
point was raised successfully and Taney WaS able to 
stop a Marshall touchdown drive. Peter Thoms, the 
referee, solved the fact simation as to whether or not 
Bob O'Brien, the center, was in fact, down field by 
re-running the play via his internal "stop~action­
instant replay_" 
Pictured above is the signing of a contract to create 
a City operated program for 'the rehabilitation of ap-
proxirnately 2,000 narcotic addicts a year, which took 
place on May 4, 1967 in the library of the Adult Di-
vision, Rikers Island. The City-State contract was 
signed by Governor Nelson A. Rockefeller, State 
Comptroller Arthur Levitt, and Mayor John V. Lind-
say. Shown in the photo are, 1. to r.: Comptroller 
Levitt,Gov. Rockefeller, Commissioner Gorge F. Mc-
Grath, N.Y.C. Department of Correction and Mayor 
Lindsay. 
F or your business and pleasure 
travel 
write 
phone 
visit 
CHESTNUT HILL TRAVEL 
1200 Boylston St. 
Chestnut Hill, Mass. 
RE 4-0600 
Commissioner McGrath was graduated from the 
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Attorney Roger Porter has better 
things to think about than money. 
Mr. Porter* is occupied with his clients. 
We're occupied with Mr. Porter's portfolio. 
Like so many professionals, Mr. Porter can't spare the time 
to manage his investments as carefully as he should. So he 
turned to his Personal Banker, who advised him about the ways 
Shawmut could handle his particular investment goals . Then 
our investment officers took over, managing his portfolio with 
the knowledge born of years of experience and a wealth of 
pertinent information. 
What about you? We'd like to assign a Personal Banker - and 
a supporting staff of investment specialists - to your portfolio. 
Who knows, with the time you save, you might even get in 
some golf . 
Just call our Trust Division at 742-4900, ext. 177. 
The National Shawmut Bank of Boston 
Personal Trust Department 
A Shawmut Association Bank Member r.D.I.e. 
Have a 
Personal Banker 
at your side, 
on your 
l'
n r .
,  0
. 
side. 
